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SURGEON. 


S  I  R, 

Eve  r  indebted  will  thefe  king¬ 
doms  be  to  the  late  honourable 

lady  MARY  WORTLE  Y  MONTAGUE, 

P 

mother  of  the  prefent  right  hon¬ 
ourable  countefsof  bute,  for  the 
great  and  noble  blefling,  Inocu¬ 
lation.  Thoufands  of  fobjedU, 
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the  tender  hufband,  the  affecti- 

*  \ 

onate  wife,  fond  parents  and 
pious  children  engrave  her  name 
in  deep  characters  on  their 
hearts  and  will  record  it  for¬ 
ever  with  gratitude  and  praife. 

Equally  obliged,  fir,  is  the 
nation  to  you.  Your  indefati¬ 
gable  attention  to  inveftigate  the 
true,  fubtle,  and  abftrufe  nature 
of  the  Small-pox ;  the  great, 
the  furprinngly  great  improve¬ 
ments  you  have  made  on  the 
practice  of  Inoculation,  have 
rendered  it  a  bieffing  indeed;  and 

J  '  i 

merited  you  the  diftinguifhed  fa¬ 
vour  and  applaufe  of  the  public. 
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DEDICATION.  vii 

By  tliefe  improvements  the  art 
juftly  becomes  your  own ;  an 
art  that  muft  and  ought  to  tranf- 
mit  your  name  to  pofterity. 
And  it  is  not  to  be  doubted, 

but  the  time  is  haftily  approach- 

/ 

ing,  when  the  suttonian  lyf- 
tem  or  method  of  Inoculation 
will  be  univerfally  adopted. 

Here,  hr,  I  feem  to  fee  the 
odious,  ghaftly  fneers  of  the  un- 
fkilful,  the  envious  and  ill-a£Fe£t- 
ed.  But  let  me  tell  the  wretches, 
they  have  no  right  to  queftion 
the  above  truths,  or  to  Aigma- 
tife  me  with  the  name  of  flat¬ 
terer,  until  they  have  proved 
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LETTER  to  the  Critical  Reviewers. 


e  y  way  o  F 


May  It  pleafe  your  High  MightinefTes  § 

J  Beg  the  favour,  if  you  deign  to  take  notice  of  the  follow-* 
ing  difcourfe,  that  you  will  permit  my  printer  and  publifher  to 
be  (tiled  HASSALL  $  and  not  fubftitute  another’s  name,  much 
lefs  that  of  any  printer,  who  Jleah  into  the  profeflion.  For  in 
a  Review  of  laft  year,  you  make  one  Toft  the  publifher  of  three 
of  my  pieces,  viz.  a  Sermon  on  Detraction t  and  two  Pamphlets 
figned  OXONIENSIS  ;  neither  of  which  he  printed  or  publifhed^ 
—  Had  his  name  difgraced  one  of  my  pieces  only,  I  fhould 
have  readily  concluded  it  was  done  through  miftake  j  but  being 
tacked  to  all  of  them,  it  manifeftly  difeovered  your  kind  and 
partial  defign  $  for  which  I  cannot  fufficiently  admire  your  madefy* 
And  I  take  the  liberty  to  advife  you  to  injoin  your  country 
puffers  to  be  lefs  communicative  :  for  a  certain  peddling  book- 
feller,  at  the  time  I  publifhed  the  above-mentioned  pieces, 
boafted  much  of  having  an  intimacy  with  one  of  your  aflociates, 
named  Robinson  ;  and  that  he  ’would  do  this  and  that  $  he  Jhould 
* write  to  him,  and  •would  take  care  that  my  pieces  bad  their  proper 
eharaCler ;  becaufe,  I  fuppofe,  he  (the  bookfelier)  was  not  my 
printer,  Sc c* 


And  you  too,  Gentlemen,  muft  refent  my  not  employing 
him,  at  the  expence  of  juftice  to  my  printer  and  publi/her.  — « 

I 

Surely  this  conduit  will  in  time  convince  the  public  of  your 
boajled  impartiality .  For  if  little  country  bookfellers  have  that 
influence  with  you,  to  get  what  remarks  they  pleafe,  made  on 
publications,  becaufe,  forfooth,  they  are  not  employed  by  the 
authors,  who  can  longer  efteem  the  Critical  Review  ?  — 
For  thus  prefuming  to  attack  your  High  Mightinefies,  I  live 
in  dreadful  apprebenjioti  of  your  fovereign  contempt ,  or  of  your 
tremendous  fatire  and  inveitive.  —  If  you  condefcend  to  critl- 
cife,  what  think  you  of  the  following  manner  ? 

No.  A  Sermon  on  Inoculation ,  Sec,  Haflall.  price  2S.  We 
think  (viz.  one  of  our  band  thinks)  the  author  Ihould  be  ino¬ 
culated  with  Job’s  diftemper  for  his  pains,  and  the  reader  with, 
his  patience. 

Or  fuppofe,  you  are  witty  on  me  thro’  means  of  my  text,  as. 
This  Sicknefs ,  indeed,  is  not  unto  death }  but  we  prophefy  the 
fermon  won’t  live  a  week. 

Or — but  I  leave  it  to  you— you  have  doubtlefs  witticifms  and 
characters  of  all  kinds  for  pieces  that  are  to  be  published  in 
feventy-feven,  as  well  as  fixty-feven. 

I  am,  Gentlemen,  with  all  due  refpedt. 

Your  raoft  fincere  Admires?, 

R.  HOULTOK, 

Feb.  20.  I767. 

P.  S.  On  recolleCHon,  it  will  certainly  be  thought,  if  you 
decry  my  fermon,  that  this  letter  ruffles  your  philofophy.  The 
heft  way,  therefore,  is  to  take  no  notice  of  me,  or  to  get  the 
Monthly  Reviewers  (viz.  yourfehes ,  as  the  faying  is)  to  trim 

my  jacket. 
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THIS  SICKNESS  IS  NOT  UNTO  DEATH. 

John  xi,  4* 

'T 

JL  HESE  words  relate  to  Lazarus  that  was 
raifea  from  the  dead  ;  for  whom  our  bleffed  Saviour 
feemed  to  have  had  a  peculiar  regard,  as  appears 
from  the  following  meffage  fent  to  inform  him  of 
his  illnefs  :  Lord,  behold  he  whom  thou  l on; eft,  is 
fick.  This  tender  meffage  had  its  fall  effect  on  him, 
who  while  on  earth  went  about  doing  good ;  whofe 
heart  was  ever  open  to  pity,  and  affe&ed  at  human 
woe  ;  whofe  ear  liftened  to  diflrefs,  and  who  felt  for 
mankind.  It  determined  him  to  refcue  Lazarus 
from  death,  and  to  afford  comfort  to  his  mourn-* 
ful  fillers,  - — But  he  propofing  alfo,  on  this  occafion, 
to  manifefl  the  glory  of  God,  as  well  as  his  own  djU 
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vine  power  and  million,  by  a  greater  miracle  than  juft 
a  fxmple  cure  of  his  ficknefs,  delayed  his  going  till 
Lazarus  was  dead. 

Our  Saviour’s  ftay  for  two  days  after  the  mef- 
fage  and  modeft  addrefs  of  the  fillers,  may  not  feem* 
perhaps,  conliftent  with  a  zealous  regard  for  Laza¬ 
rus,  or  a  real  friendfhip  for  his  lifters ;  as  it  made 
the  former  fuller  even  the  pains  of  death,  and  kept 
the  latter  longer  in  fufpence  and  grief ;  —  but  it 
Ihewed  his  perfed  wifdom  and  goodnefs,  as  it  made 
the  wonderful  work  more  remarkable  and  conducive 
to  the  convidion  of  the  fpedtators.  For  had  he  gone 
before  Lazarus  was  dead,  they  might  have  attributed 
his  recovery  rather  to  the  ftrength  of  nature  than  to 
any  miraculous  power  :  or  had  he  raifed  him  as  foon  as 
he  was  dead,  they  might  have  thought  it  rather  fome 
trance  or  extafy  than  a  death  or  diftolution.  But 
now  to  raife  a  perfon,  four  days  dead,  offenlive  and 

}  ■  .  .  '  -9 

reduced  to  corruption,  was  a  furprlze  of  unutterable 
joy  to  his  relations ;  removed  all  poftible  fufpicion 
of  confederacy ;  filenced  peevifh  cavilling  ;  and  tri¬ 
umphed  over  the  cbftinacy  of  prejudice  and  infide¬ 
lity.— There  is  fomething  Angularly  great  and  pathe- 
tic  in  the  whole  account  of  this  miracle,  as  recorded 
by  the  apoftle.  Joy,  grief,  and  pity,  are  ftrongly 
painted  :  —  the  circumftances  are  tender,  and  the 
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wallings  of  Martha  and  Mary  affe&ing; —  they 
mull  be  fo, — for  Jesus  wept :  —  nay,  his  grief  was 
fo  great  and  apparent,  that  the  Jews  (who  came  to 
fee  the  miracle)  exclaimed,  behold  how  he  loved  him  l 
—  In  fhort,  our  Saviour  verified  his  words,  This 
Jicknefs  is  not  unto  death  ; — and  as  the  verfe  goes  on,  but 
for  the  glory  of  G od,  that  the  Son  of  God  might  be 
glorifed  thereby , — by  a  molt  awful  and  wonderful  mira- 
cle.  — Thus  much  for  the  words  I  have  chofen,  as  to 

*  y 

their  immediate  fenfe.  I  fhall  now  take  the  liberty 
to  apply  them  to  Inoculation  and,  I  hope,  with¬ 
out  incurring  the  cenfure  of  levity,  or  of  wrelling 
Scripture  to  defend  an  improper  fubjeft. 

THIS  SICKNESS  IS  NOT  UNTO  DEATH. 

The  expreflion  will  bear  a  two-fold  explanation.  It 
may  be  ufed  in  a  natural  fenfe,  to  prove  the  Safety  of 
Inoculation ;  that  it  endangers  not  life ;  and  in  a  fpiritual 
one,  to  jullify  the  praftice  of  it : — for  death  is  threaten¬ 
ed,  in  many  places  of  Scripture,  not  as  an  immediate 
but  as  a  future  punifhment  for  the  tranfgrefiion  of 
God’s  commands;  particularly  in  the  fecond  chapter  of 
Genelis,  In  the  day  thou  eatefi  thereof  thou  Jhalt  furely  die . 

&  ■'  ■ 

*  For  fake  of  brevity,  I  fhall  ufe  the  word  Inoculation  all 
along,  to  fignify  Inoculation  of  the  Small-pox,  agreeable  to  its 
prefent  general  acceptation. 
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Which  implied  not  a  natural  but  a  fpiritual  death  % 
alluding  to  the  forfeiture  of  eternal  life  :  a  punifh- 
ment  threatened  to  deter  Adam  from  eating  the  for¬ 
bidden  fruit.  So  that  my  text,  in  regard  to  the  pre- 
fent  fubjeft,  may  be  thus  very  fairly  paraphrafedfc 

This  ficknefs,  as  caufed  by  Inoculation,  is  not 
unto  death ;  that  is,  is  not  worthy  of  divine  ven~ 

geance  or  punijhment ;  becaufe  it  violates  no  command  of 

\ 

God,  and  is  not  included  under  any  Jin  that  he  has 
forbidden. 

This,  it  fhall  be  my  endeavour  in  the  following 
difcouvfe  to  evince;  to  remove  the  fcruples  of  the 
confcientious,  and  to  prove  that  the  Practice  of  Ino¬ 
culation  is  juiiifiable  in  the  light  of  God,  —  As  for 
the  natural  or  verbal  fenfe  of  the  text,  the  fuccefs  of 
the  practice,  at  leaf:  of  the  prefent ,  principal  practice 
of  Inoculation,  fo  fully  demonflrates  it,  that  it  almoft 
amounts  to  a  felf -evident  truth.  Arguments,  there¬ 
fore,  on  this  head,  are  ufelefs  and  unnecefiary;  ex- 
»  * 

perimental  proof  is  the  bell  of  arguments.  All  that 
Is  wanting  is,  to  adapt  fome  plain  reafoning  to  the 
capacity  and  conviction  of.the  too-fcrupulous,  and 
©ver-confcientious. 

Let  us  firit  enquire,  how  far  reafon  and  experience 
enforce  the  Practice  of  Inoculation.  But  before  this, 
let  me  make  a  remark  on  the  term  itfelf  Many,  1 
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am  apt  to  think,  owe  their  prejudice  to  the  practice, 
from  the  very  found  of  the  word  Inoculation ;  and  make 
it  convey  fuch  horrible  ideas,  as  ought  to  exid  only 
in  a  diftempered  brain. — I  would  afk,  What  does 
Inoculation  mean  more  than  Self -prefer nation  ?  Or  why 
may  it  not  be  defined  Hill  more  mildly,  and  called, 
an  endeavour  (as  it  certainly  is)  to  pref ewe  cur  lives  ? 

I  could  almod  dare  to  red  this  caufe  on  the  anfwer 
that  the  mod  confcientious  cafuift  would  give  to  the 
following  quedion :  Whether,  in  cafes  of  danger,  it 
is  difpleafmg  to  the  Almighty  to  fee  his  creatures 
endeavour  to  preferve  their  lives ,  if  the  means  are  in- 
offenfive  ?  The  fop  hid  might,  perhaps,  difpute  the 
latter  part  of  my  quedion,  and  aflert  that  the  means 
are  very  ofFenfive  and  injurious  tofociety,  as  it  fpreads 
the  infection  to  the  dedrudtion  of  mens  lives ;  and 
in  that  light  is  difpleafmg  to  God.  But  this  is  ar¬ 
guing  from  the  abufe  of  the  thing,  and  is  confe- 
quently  of  not  the  lead  force,  as  it  does  not  refute 
that  the  means  are  inoffendve  and  judidable,  when 
kept  within  proper  bounds.  —  But  to  proceed. 

Self-preservation  has  been  long  adjudged  a 
Handing  maxim,  an  indifpenfable  duty,  the  fird  and 
great  law  of  nature.  It  is  a  principle  ingrafted  in 
our  birth,  and  begins  to  adl  as  foon  as  we  begin  to 
think,  and  to  know  danger.  A  principle  that  com* 
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snands  the  will,  and  is  a&uated  more  by  Mind 
than  refle&ion. —  Agreeable  to  this  principle,  man 
naturally  dreads  every  diforder  or  ficknefs  that  threat¬ 
ens  his.  diffolution,  and  which  he  knows,  is  fre¬ 
quently  unto  death  :  and,  as  naturally  ftrives  to  avoid 
it  ;:  or,  if  involved  in  it,  to  fubaue  its  malignant 
and  dangerous  effe&s.  —  The  ravages  of  the  fmall- 
pox*  in  all  ages,  conditions,  and  conftitutions  he 
daily  hears  of,  accompanied  with  the  moft  difmal 
and  deplorable  circumllances.  Its  fpreading  infec¬ 
tion  and  fatality  ftrike  him  with  terror,  and  put 
him  on  his  guard  to  fecure  his  perfon  from  the  con¬ 
tagion  ;  but,  alas !  repeated  accounts  alarm  him, 
that  his  friends  and  neighbours,  who  took  the 
fame  and  greater  precaution,  are  cut  off  by  this  de- 
hm&ive  and  tremendous  plague.  No  one,  he  finds. 
Is  fecure  ;  for  infection  rides  on  the  wings  of  the 
wind,  and  the  air  is  incorporated  with  malignant 
\7apour.— Such  a  one  perceives  himfelf  in  imminent 
danger.  —  The  contagion  approaches  him  with  hafiy 
ff rides,  and  levels  numbers  of  his  fellow-creatures. 
He  beholds  himfelf  in  as  dreadful  a  condition  as  the 
man  who  fees  a  rock  of  an  immenfe  fize  falling  on 
him.  If  the  latter  has  any  reafon  left,  in  fuch  cir- 
cu  mil  an  ccs ;  if  it  is  not  overpowered  with  fear,  he 
B&turally  fprings  from  the  dangerous  fpot,  left  he 


ON  INOCULATION, 


fhould  be  crufhed  to  atoms.  And  if  there  is  a  way  Fof 
the  efcape  of  the  former,  who  believes  dedrudiom 
as  near  to  him*  reafon  indantly  points  it  out*  and 
hurries  him  on  to  preferve  his  life. Will  any* 
in  their  fenfes,  aflert,  that  it  is  folly  and  rafhnefis* 
that  it  is  wicked,  abfurd  and  unreafonable  thus  td 
accept  in  an  imminent  crifis,  when  death  is  impend* 
ing,  the  proffered  and  certain  means  of  fecurity  } 

The  confcientious  perfon  mud  be  cautious  hers 
of  allowing,  that  Inoculation  may  be  juftifiable  in 
fome  particular  cafes.  For  if  the  ad  is  finful  in  the 
fight  of  God,  no  cafe  can  alter  the  nature  of  that 
fin,  or  affed  the  decrees  of  the  Almighty,  which 
are  immutable.  Either  the  ad  mud  be  pleafing  or  difi- 
pleafing  to  God  ;  not  in  fome  particular  cafes,  but 
univerfally  fo.  —  But  to  purfue  the  didates  of  reafon 
and  experience. 

Doubtless,  then,  we  are  influenced,  or  rather 
hurried  on  by  reafon  to  preferve  our  lives  in  all  cafes 
of  danger:  —  and  not  by  reafon  only,  but  by  expe¬ 
rience  alfo  ;  —  for  as  reafon  points  out  the  means  of 
fafety,  fo  experience  teaches  the  mod  proper  ufe  of 
thofe  means.  —  With  refped  to  our  prefent  fubjed* 
experience  clearly  demonftrates  the  danger,  the  fata¬ 
lity  of  the  Small-pox,  when  received  by  natural  in- 
fedion  j  and  as  clearly  evinces  the  efficacy  and  fafety 
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of  Inoculation;  how 'much  it  tends  to  fubdue  the 
lignancy  of  the  difiemper,  to  fecure  our  lives ;  and 
that  the  fcknefs ,  fo  contrasted,  is  not  unto  death .  — - 
This  is  the  means,  this  the  way  for  our  efcape ;  rea* 
fon  dire&s  us  to  it  ;  experience  proves  the  utility 
and  fafety.  Men,  by  the  light  of  Providence,  Pll 
prefume  to  fay,  have  difcovered  Inoculation,  and 
brought  it  to  the  greatefi.  Perfection  ;  fo  great  indeed, 
as  to  repel  and  lubdue  every  dangerous  fymptom, 
and  to  have  gained,  (if  I  may  fo  fpeak)  the  moll 
complete  victory  over  this  dreadful  enemy  to  life  :  — 
fo  that  we  may  exult,  and  exclaim  in  the  language  of 
fcripture,  voe  triumph  ever  death. 

Death  is  thus  banilhed,  and  life  fee u red  :  on 
one  hand,  the  danger  is  great ;  on  the  other*  the  fear 
of  death  vanilhes,  and  a  joyful  certainty  of  life  pre- 
fents  itfelf.  Not  to  make  a  proper  ufe  of  this  blef- 
fng,  is  to  fin  againfi:  knowledge,  to  rebel  again!!  light; 
to  ad  againfi:  reafon,  and  to  difregard  experience, 

the  bell  of  wifdom.  — -  But  the  confcientious  will  fay, 

~  /  .  . 

that  nctvoilhfanding  reafon  might  fuggefi  the  means  to 
prefrve  life ,  reafon  Jhoidd  he  guided  hy  revelation ,  and 
fhould  direti  the  choice  of  no  means  but  vehat  are  agreeable 
to  the  laves  of  religion  and  conference.  That  the  Al¬ 
mighty  is  Lord  of  life  and  death ,  and  cf  all  things 
to  them  pertaining  ;  as  health ,  ftrength ,  voeaknefs  and 
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ficknefs  :  —  that  the  government  and  difpcfal  of  thefe 
belong  entirely  to  him.  ^Therefore  to  take  the  reins  out 
ef  his  hands  muf  he  wicked: — -  and  moreover ,  Ino * 
culation  is  a  fin,  hecaafe  it  Jhews  a  mifirufi  of  the  Al¬ 
mighty,  as  if  he  was  unable  to  deliver  us  from  death * 

- - This,  I  think,  is  the  grand  moral  objection  to 

Inoculation,  from  which  all  others  are  derived,  and 
which*  I  hope*  the  moft  fcrupulous  and  confcientious 
will  allow  I  have  hated  in  its  full  force. — I  (hall* 
therefore,  now  examine  into  the  truth  and  propriety- 

of  this  ohje&ion,  and  fee  if  it  has  ftrength  fufficient 

* 

to  oppofe  and  invalidate  the  arguments  that  are 
brought  in  defence  of  one  of  the  greateft  difcoveries 
that  was  ever  made  for  the  benefit  of  mankind  :  which 
will  Ihew,  I  hope,  at  the  fame  time,  what  I  have  un¬ 
dertaken  to  endeavour  to  prove,  viz.  that  Inoculation 
is  jufiifiable  in  the  fight  of  God. 

The  former  part  of  the  objedion  feems  to  imply 
that  the  ad  of  Inoculation,  or  in  other  words,  an 
attempt  to  preferve  life,  (by  llightly  indifpofing  our- 
felves,  thereby  to  efcape  the  dreadful  eifeds  of  a  very 
dangerous  and  fatal  dihemper)  oppofes  the  revealed 
will  of  God,  and  offends  fome  one  part  of  the  Holy 
Scriptures.  I  fay,  it  feems  to  imply  this  ; for  in 
fad  the  objedion  exifis  only  in  imagination.  I  would 
beg  to  be  informed  by  thefe  confcientious  religionifis, 
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what  part  of  Scripture  intimates,  that  reafon  thus 
didates  a  choice  of  means  to  preferve  life  that  are 
contrary  to  the  revealed  word  of  God,  or  true  reli¬ 
gion.  If  this  ad  of  felf-prefervation  was  attended 
with  fatal  confequences,  the  fixth  commandment,  per¬ 
haps,  may  be  wrefted  to  fupport  their  frivolous  objec¬ 
tions  : — but  as  thefe  feldom,  or  never  happen,  except 
through  the  ignorance  of  the  Inoculator,  or  the  im¬ 
prudence  of  the  Patient,  the  fin,  if  there  is  any, 
will  arife  not  from  the  ad  itfelf,  but  from  the  pre¬ 
emption  of  the  ignorant  operator,  or  careleffnefs 
of  the  Patient,  in  negleding  to  conform  (as  ’tis 
every  one’s  duty  in  all  flates  and  circumftances  to 
conform)  to  thofe  rules  and  means,  which  tend  to 
preferve  life.  —  But  as  the  fcrupulous  cannot  pretend 
that  this  ad,  under  any  kind  of  fimilitude,  is  for¬ 
bidden  either  diredly  or  indiredly  in  Holy  Writ,  let 
them  confefs  that  their  objedions  are  founded  on  rea- 
fons  merely  confcientious,  and  we  will  then  confider 
how  far  this  opinionative  confcience 
oppofe  the  pradice  of  Inoculation. 

Conscience  can  be  under  no  obligation  but  to 
the  laws  of  God  and  man.  And  fince  the  law  of 

God  commanding  or  forbidding  adions,  is  the  only 

\ 

moral  rule  by  which  a  man  can  judge  what  adions 
are  duties,  and  what  are  fins  ;  it  plainly  follows. 


obliges  them  to 


I£ 


♦ 


©  N  INOCULATION, 

that  as  a  man  cannot  be  bound,  in  confcience  to  do  any 
adlion,  which  it  doth  not  appear  that  God  has  com¬ 
manded  and  made  a  duty  :  fo  neither  can  it  go  againfi 
a  man's  confcience ,  to  do  any  adlion  which  he  is 
not  convinced  that  God’s  law  hath  fome  way  or 
other  forbidden,  and  fo  made  a  iin.  And  therefore, 
in  our  prefent  cafe,  that  man  only  can  jujlly  plead 
confcience  againft  Inoculation,  that  can  truly  fay,  I  am 
perfuaded  that  this  adt  is  forbidden  by  fome  law 
of  God. 

Now  as  neither  this  adt  of  felf-prefervation,  nor 
any  mode  of  it,  is  forbidden  diredtly  or  indiredtly 
by  the  law  of  God  ;  nor  (as  we  will  allow  for  the 
prefent)  fo  commanded,  the  aft  becomes  an  indiffe¬ 
rent  thing.  And  all  indifferent  things  may  be  done 
or  omitted,  according  to  the  will  of  man :  becaufe, 
as  St.  Paul  fays,  cohere  no  law  is  there  is  no  tranf 
grejjion ;  and  again,  Jin  is  not  imputed ,  where  there  is 

V 

no  law.  The  fame  Apoftle  intimates,  that  where 
there  is  no  law,  the  confcience  becomes  a  law  unto  it- 

* 

ftlf  5  the  thoughts  of  men  accufng ,  or  elfe  excufng 
them.  — I  would  alk  here,  what  is  this,  but  the  voice 
of  reafon?  Surely,  the  Apoftle  means,  that  where 
there  is  no  law  to  diredt  us,  reafon  fhould  be  our  guide. 
And,  in  fadt,  without  a  law,  confcience  and  reafon 
mull  be  the  fame,  and  are  of  equal  extent  and  figni- 
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iication.  Therefore  as  ail  duties  derive  their  obliga¬ 
tion  either  from  reafon  or  revelation,  and  as  I  have 
fufficiently  evinced,  I  flatter  myfelf,  that  reafon  points 
out  felf-prefervation,  and  obliges  us,  as  it  were,  to 
fludy  a  way  for  our  efcape  in  all  cafes  of  danger ; 

i  '  .  ( 

it  will  neceflary  follow,  that  confcience,  in  regard 
to  Inoculation,  Ihould  fubmit  to  reafon,  which 
convinces  us  of  the  juftnefs  and  greatnefs  of  that 
blefling,  that  faves  thoufands  of  lives  from  an  un¬ 
timely  grave,  and  gives  ftrength  and  happinefs  to 
fociety.. 

It  may,  however,  be  objected,  that  according  to 
St.  Paul’s  aoftrine  of  a  thing  being  unclean  to  him  that 
believes  it  to  be  unclean  ;  that  Inoculation  would  be  a 
fm  in  thofe  who  believe  it  to  be  a  fin,  and  cannot 
be  convinced  to  the  contrary.  But  this  afle&s  not 
the  argument  in  general :  becaufe  the  queflion  is, 
whether  Inoculation  is  abfolutely,  and  in  itfelf,  i 
fin.  And  God  forbid  that  the  mere  opinions,  and 
©bftinate  prejudices  of  an  ignorant  few,  Ihould  make 
that  a  fin,  which  is  not  itfelf  fo.  Such  weak  peo¬ 
ple  are  more  to  be  pitied  than  their  unreafonable 
fcruples  of  confcience  are  to  be  regarded.  For  tho* 
St.  Paul  was  willing  to  bear ,  as  he  exprefles  it, 
(with  the  infirmities  ofi  the  weak  Jews,  and  not  to  force 
them  to  retraft  their  obflinate  error  in  believing  that 
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feveral  meats  were  unclean  to  them  to  eat,  things  of 
fo  little  importance  in  themfelves,  yet  fo  far  was  he 
from  giving  them  room  to  believe  their  Temples  of 
confcience  were  juftly  founded,  that  he  tells  them 
his  own  opinion  of  the  matter,  in  the  following  em- 
phatical  manner  :  —  1  know,  and  am  perfuaded  by  the 
Lord  Jesus  that  there  is  nothing  unclean  of  it f elf. 

Notwithstanding  St.  Paul  thus  forbore  to 
cenfure  thofe  Jews  who  entertained  opinions  of  things 
indifferent ,  contrary  to  his  own  ;  and  forbad  the  firong 
in  faith  to  judge  feverely  and  uncharitably  of  them  ; 
unwilling,  perhaps,  to  oppofe  and  offend  their  obfti- 
nacy  at  a  time  when  they  were  juft  converted  to  Chrif- 
tianity,  he,  doubtlefs  concluded,  in  his  private  fenti- 
ments,  they  were  endowed  with  a  very  poor  ftiare  of 
underftanding;  and  therefore  bellowed  pretty  liberally 
on  them,  but  in  a  mild  and  fenlible  manner,  the 
term  weak  ;  that  ftrong  charaCteriftic  of  ignorance. 

Now,  as  the  objections  to  that  mode  of  felf-pre- 
fervation,  expreffed  by  Inoculation,  are,  alike,  merely 
confcientious,  (nay  more  fo  than  the  fcruples  of  the 
converted  Jews  concerning  the  uncleannefs  of  Tome 
particular  meats;  a  mifapprehenlion  of  the  Mofaic  in- 
ilitution  favouring  their  opinions)  founded  on  no  one 
part  of  feripture,  no  ways  repugnant  to  the  revealed 
will  of  God,  let  me  again  exclaim,  fhall  the  weak- 
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nefs,  the  infirmities  of  an  ignorant  few  be  regarded  i 
fb.aH  their  ridiculous*  unreafonable ,  and  groundlefs 
Scruples  of  ccnfcience  be  judged  fufficient  to  fruflrate 
the  moil  happy  difcovery,  the  moft  noble  endeavour  ; 
or  liop  the  progrefs  of  one  of  the  greateft  bleflings  ever 
vouch fafed  to  man  ? 

It  is  fcarce  worth  while  to  take  notice  here  of  an 
©bjedion  that  was  once  made  to  the  practice  of  Inocu¬ 
lation*  founded*  as  afferted,  on  Scripture :  but  as 
feme  of  my  hearers  may  have  heard  the  fame,  with¬ 
out  prejudice,  I  dare  fay,  in  favour  of  it,  I  fliall  give 
the  argument  and  anfwer.  A  confcientious  perfon* 
©r  at  leaft  an  affe&ed  one,  obferved,  that  Inoculation 
was  condemned  under  the  following  piece  of  advice 
©f  St.  Paul  to  the  Phillippi ans  ;  be  careful  for 
nothing ,  but  in  every  thing ,  by  prayer  and  /application-, 
let  your  requefis  be  made  known  unto  God.  It  was  an** 
fwered.  That  if  St.  Paul  had  even  faid ;  be  not 

\ 

careful  of  your  life ;  ufe  no  means  to  keep  and  preferve 

it,  no  argument  could  be  drawn  from  hence  againft 

*  '  _  *  ^  .1 

Inoculation  :  that  fuch  expreffions  muft  be  under- 
Rood  in  the  fame  fenfe  with  thofe  of  our  Saviour, 
take  no  thought  for  the  morrow ,  what  ye  Jhall  eat,  or 
what  ye  Jhall  drink,  or  wherewithal  ye  Jhall  be  cloath- 
g d:  which  commands,  none,  in  their  lenfes,  could 
fuppofe  our  bleffed  Saviour  enjoined  men  literally 


to  obey ;  but  were  meant  to  advife  them  to  with¬ 
draw  their  affe&ions  from  the  world ;  that  is,  not  to 
be  fo  folicitous  about  the  things  of  this  life,  as  to 
make  them  forget  the  one  thing  needful ,  the  falvation 
of  their  fouls:  —  that  in  this  fenfe  St.  Paul  was  to 
be  underflood;  and  therefore  Inoculation,  fo  far 
from  indicating  too  great  an  affeftion  or  over-folici- 
toufnefs  for  the  things  of  this  world,  or  even  life  it- 
f elf,  may  always  be  embraced,  for  what  the  {crapu¬ 
lous  prove  to  the  contrary,  and  what  is  reafonable  and 
charitable  to  fuppofe,  in  order  to  preferve  life  to  th$ 
glory  of  God,  and  good  of  mankind. 

E  qjj  ally  weak  and  ridiculous  are  thofe 
arguments  againfl  Inoculation,  which  are  built 
on  the  following  paffage  of  St.  Paul:  — ht 
him  that  fandeth  take  heed  leaf  he  fall .  This  ad¬ 
vice  was  given  by  the  Apoflle  to  perfuade  the  Co¬ 
rinthians  to  adhere  f.edfaflly  to  the  chriflian  reli¬ 
gion  ;  and  to  take  efpecial  care  they  were  not  tempt¬ 
ed  to  idolatry.  But  allowing  it  can  be  wrefled  to 
fignify  an  obligation  to  avoid  fxcknefs,  or  in  other 
words  not  to  expofe  or  leffen  our  health,  when  we  enjoy 
the  greatefl  fhare  of  it  ;  yet  this  paffage  may  be 
brought  as  much,  if  not  more,  in  defence  of  Ino¬ 
culation,  than  againfl  it.  For,  if  the  words  mull, 
I  fay,  be  wrefled  to  allude  t©  this  fubjedt,  why  may 


not  the  favourers  of  Inoculation  thus  paraphrafh 
them?  We  enjoy,  at  prefent,  the  moll  perfeft  health, 
but  as  the  Small-pox,  when  received  by  natural  in- 
fedlion,  is  generally  attended  with  dreadful  circum- 
llances,  and  great  danger  to  life,  nay  frequently, 
with  the  lofs  of ;  let  us  though  we  think  we  ft  and y  take 
heed  left  we  fall  by  this  fatal  ficknefs :  the  fad  effedls  of 
which,  we  cannot  more  prudently  and  fecurely  guard 
againfl,  than  by  embracing  Inoculation  ;  which,  ex¬ 
perience  has  demonftrated  by  numberlefs  inflances, 
fubdues  the  power  of  the  diforder,  and  banifhes  every 
fymptom  of  danger. 

Having  thus  advanced,  and,  I  flatter  my felf,  in 
fome  meafure  proved,  that  the  mode  of  Self-pre¬ 
servation,  implied  by  Inoculation,  is  neither  di¬ 
rectly  nor  indirectly  forbidden  by  Revelation ,  I  fhall 
endeavour  further  to  fhew  the  abfurdity  of  the  above 
general  objection,  and  to  evince  that  this  aCtion  is 
commanded  by  the  law  of  God.  — -  For  this  pur- 
pofe  we  are  to  obferve,  that  by  the  law  of  Scripture, 
as  it  is  the  rule  of  conference,  we  are  .not  only  to 
underfland  the  exprefs  commands  and  prohibitions  we 
meet  with  in  the  letter  of  the  text,  but  all  that  by  un¬ 
avoidable  confequence  follow  from  thofe  commands 
or  prohibitions.  In  a  word,  when  we  are  deliberat¬ 
ing  concerning  the  goodnels  or  hadnefs,  the  lawful- 
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nefa  or  unlawfulnefs  of  this  or  that  action  ;  we  are 
not  only  to  look  upon  the  letter  of  the  law,  but  to 
attend  farther  to  what  that  law  may  be  fuppofed  by 
a  rational  man  to  contain.  And  if  we  be  convinced 
that  the  action  about  which  we  deliberate  is  command- 
ed  or  forbidden  by  diredl  inference,  or  by  parity  of 
reafon,  we  ought  to  look  upon  it  as  a  duty  or  a  fin, 
though  it  be  not  exprefiy  commanded  nor  forbidden  by 
the  law,  in  the  letter  of  it.  And  if  neither  by  the 
letter  of  the  law,  nor  by  confequence  from  it,  nor 
by  parity  of  reafon,  the  a&ion  appears  to  be  com¬ 
manded  or  forbidden,  in  that  cafe  we  are  to  look  cn 
it  as  an  indifferent  attion ;  which  we  may  do  or  omit 
as  before  obferved  with  a  fafe  confcience :  or  to  ex- 
prefs  the  thing  properly  ;  we  may  look  upon 
it  as  an  attion  in  which  our  confcience  is  not  fo  much 
concerned  as  our  prudence . — Whatever,  then,  is  com¬ 
manded  by  God,  the  oppofite  fin  is  ever  underltood 
in  that  command  to  be  forbidden  ;  and,  under  what 
is  forbidden,  the  contrary  duty  is  commanded  and 
implied. — For  example  ;  thou  flialt  not  feal\  the  con¬ 
trary  duty  implied  is,  thou  fhalt  live  honed  ;  —  keep 
the  fahhath  day  holy  ;  the  contrary  forbidden  is,  thou 
fhalt  not  forget  or  prophane  the  fabbath  :  thou 
fhalt  not  hear  falfe  nvitnefs  againft  thy  neighbour  ;  the 
contrary  command  is,  thou  fhalt  fpeak  the  truth  of 
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thy  neighbour*  To  come  to  the  point ;  thou  Jhalt  do 
no  murder :  no  murder  means,  no  kind  of  murder, 
cither  on  thyfelf  or  fellow -creature:  what  I  inlift 
opon,  therefore,  is,  that  according  to  the  foregoing 
obfervations,  by  parity  of  reafon,  and  by  direft  in¬ 
ference,  the  following  duty  is  abfolutely  implied  under 
the  fixth  commandment - thou  jhalt  ufe  thy  utmoft 
endeavours  to  preferve  thy  Ufe ,  and  that  of  thy  fellow- 
creatures . 

To  this  method  of  feafoning  it  might,  perhaps, 
be  obje&ed  j  or  agreeable  to  it,  it  may  be  faid,  that 
if  a  perfon  dies  under  Inoculation,  the  party,  and  all 
who  advifed  the  a&ion,  are  involved  in  the  guilt  of 
murder.  But  nothing  would  be  more  weak  and 
abfurd  than  fuch  an  objection  ;  becaufe  the  guilt  of 
zn  a&ion  arifes  from  the  intention :  or,  in  other 
words,  the  intention,  with  which  an  a&ion  is  done, 
conftitutes  the  degree  of  guilt  or  innocence ;  and 
by  which  it  appears  criminal  or  otherwife  in 
the  fight  of  the  ALL  WISE  SEARCHER  OF 
HEARTS.  If  the  cafe  was  not  fo,  a  man  who 
killed  another  by  mere  accident,  would  be  equally 
guilty  with  him  that  murders  from  malice  of  heart : 
but  this  is  too  evident  to  dwell  on. 

It  Ihould  be  allied  then,  with  what  intent  do  we  em¬ 
brace  Inoculation  ;  —  to  fave  life  or  to  deftroy  it  ? 
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— moft  afiu  redly  to  lengthen  and  preferve  life.  The 
intention  is  good  therefore,  and  confequently  as  the 
a&ion  is  neither  forbidden  dire&Iy  nor  indirectly,  it 
may  with  confidence  be  aflerted  that  the  practice  of 
Inoculation  can  be  juftified  in  the  fight  of  God  and 
conscience.  Nay,  it  may  be  infixed  that  this  aCt  is 
not  only  juftifiable  but  f  leafing  to  the  Almighty  : 
for  if  felf-murder  be  forbidden,  and  a  crime  heinous 
in  the  eyes  of  our  Creator,  we  may  certainly  be 
allowed,  on  the  contrary,  to  conclude  it  is  agreeable 
to  him  to  fee  his  creatures  drive  to  preferve  their 
lives,  and  thcfe  of  their  families.  In  a  word,  to  thofe, 
whofe  objections  are  built  on  obftinate  and  unreason¬ 
able  prejudices,  and  groundlefs  fcruples  of  confcience, 

i 

ihould  the  fame  queftion  be  put,  which  our  blefied 
Saviour  propofed  to  the  Jews  who  condemned  him 
for  healing  on  the  Sabbath-day  ;  is  it  lawful  to  do 
good,  to  fa'Ve  life  or  to  drfiroy  it  ? 

It  may  not  only  be  advanced,  that  the  a£t  of  Ino¬ 
culation  is  tacitly  commanded  by  the  law  of  God, 
but  that  it  is  in  itfelf  an  indifpenfable  moral 
duty.  —  That  every  man  is  under  an  obligation  to 
prelerve  and  employ  the  life  given  him  by  his  Cre¬ 
ator,  to  the  bed  of  purpofes,  cannot  be  denied. 
Neither  is  any  man  to  live  to  himfelf :  all  are  bound 
to  the  Lord  of  the  univerfe  faithfully  to  difeharge 
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their  duties  in  their  feveral  ftations,  to  the  honour  and 
glory  of  their Cre  ator,  and  the  good  of  their  fellow- 
creatures.  We  are  all  inftruments  in  God’s  hands, 
made  to  anfwer  the  particular  ends  of  his  Providence ; 

> — the  parts  allotted  us  at  our  birth,  we  are  to  perform 
with  the  utmoft  care  through  life  ;  and,  whatever  the 
race  be,  to  run  it  with  patience,  and  refignation  to 
the  divine  will.  —  On  thefe  conliderations  we  are  in- 

/ 

difpenfably  obliged  ftudioufly  to  maintain  and  pre~ 
ferve  the  ejfential  means  that  are  to  effeft  the  above 
purpofes,  in  order  to  fulfil  the  decrees  of  our  Al¬ 
mighty  Creator:  and  that  means  is  LI  FE„  As 
no  one,  1  think,  can  deny  their  obligation  to  be  care¬ 
ful  of  life,  for  the  above  ends ;  and  as  all  are  early 
convinced  of  the  fatality  of  the  Small-pox,  when  re¬ 
ceived  by  natural  infection,  how  dangerous,  how  de- 
flru&ive  a  contagion  it  is;  the  following  queries  may 
not,  perhaps,  be  uninterefting,  and  unworthy  at¬ 
tention. 

And  firft,  Do  we  aft  prudently  and  ^wifely  by  liv¬ 
ing  in  continual  danger  of  being  cut  off  by  a  moll  hor^ 
rible  diftemper,  when  there  are  fafc  and  certain  means 
to  avoid  it  ? 

Do  we,  by  this  grofs  obilinacy  and  neglefl,  fet  a 
proper  value  on  the  iife  that  God  has  given  us  ? 
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Do  we,  by  thus  defpifing  the  means  of  fafety,  en¬ 
deavour  to  preferve  life,  agreeable  to  our  duty,  to 
anfwer  the  ends  of  the  creation  ? 

If  parents,  do  we  aft  with  tendernefs,  or  juftice 
to  our  children,  by  this  conduft  ?  or  with  affeftion 
towards  them,  if  we  negleft  to  fecure  their  lives  l 

If  patriots,  minifters,  or  any  other  ufeful  mem* 
bers  of  the  community,  do  we  approve  ourfelves  good 
fubjefts  and  difcharge  our  duties  to  the  nation  and  to 
fociety,  if  we  rifk  the  lofs  of  our  lives,  and  confe 
quently  the  lofs  of  our  fervices  to  our  fellow-creature*, 
by  neglefting  to  embrace  Inoculation  ? 

So  far  from  pleading  confcience  againft  Inoculation, 
can  we  fay  we  are  flriftly  fatisfied  in  our  ctnfciences  that 
we  aft  well-pleafing  unto  God,  by  neglefting  to 
ufe  thofe  falutary  means  for  the  prefervation  of  life* 
which  have  been  long  prafticed  with  his  blejjing  ? 

Or  can  we  peremptorily  fay,  we  are  convinced  in 
mr  confciences  we  Ihould  not  be  at  all  acceffary  to  our 
death,  (knowing  the  extreme  fafety  of  Inoculation)  if 
we  were  cut  off  by  the  natural  Small-pox  ? 

May  it  not  with  the  utmoft  reafon,  be  prefumed, 
as  the  Almighty  has  for  many  years  given  fo  extra¬ 
ordinary  a  bleffing  to  Inoculation,  that  the  aft  is  plea- 
fmg  in  his  fight?  and  does  not  his  approbation  of  tht 
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aft  imply  am  obligation  on  us  to  perform  and  embrace 


<*  » 
it? 


In  fine,  can  our  prefent  antagonifts,  who  pretend  to 
be  fo  extremely  tender  and  fcrupulous  in  regard  to 


conscience,  anfwer  the  above  queftions,  without  enter¬ 


taining  the  leaft  doubt  that  the  practice  of  Inocula¬ 
tion  is  juft  and  lawful  ? 

Surely  the  aft  is  not  fo manifeft  a  fin,  as  to  difpel 
every  doubt  to  the  contrary.  If  it  was,  there  would 
be  no  difpute  ;  all  would  be  Satisfied  concerning  it. 
Let  then  the  enemies  to  Inoculation  acknowledge,  as 
we  will  charitably  fuppofeis  the  cafe,  that  their  fcru- 
pies  of  conScience  are  mo  more  than  doubts  concern¬ 
ing  the  lawfulnefs  of  the  aftion  j  arifing  from  a  view 
of  it  in  a  wrong  light,  or  owing  to  their  not  having 
ftudiouny  and  ftriftly  examined  the  fubjeft,  and  pro¬ 
priety  of  their  objeftions..  The  queftion  then  is,  how 
j  are  they  beft  to  aft  in  their  doubtful  fituation  ?  the 
anfwer  is  obvious,  viz.  in  every  doubtful  cafe  a  man  is  to 
ad  as  rcaformhly  as  he  can.  It  ’was  obferved  in  a  former 
part  of  this  difeourfe,  that  what  was  neither  com¬ 
manded  or  forbidden  by  the  Saw  of  Gob,  became  an 
indifferent  thing ,  and  left  to  the  option  of  man  to  do 

■h-*  .  .  .  .  ■ 

or  omit  ;  no  fin  being  incurred  in  either,  refpeft. 


Allowing  therefore  Inoculation  to  be  ranked  under 
things  indifferent,  the  propriety  or  Impropriety  of  the 
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aftion  (fin  being  out  of  the  cafe)  arifes  from  the 
fitnefsj  expediency ,  or  reafonahlenefs  of  it.  If  fo,  Inocu¬ 
lation  is  quickly  reftored  (if  I  may  ufe  the  expreflion) 
from  a  matter  of  doubt ;  the  ftnefs ,  expediency ,  and 
reafonahlenefs  of  it  all  confpiring  to  perfuade ,  to 
force ,  to  jufify  the  praftice.  In  fhort,  the  aft  of  In» 
oculation  cannot  be  op  pc  fed  from  any  fcruples  of  con - 
fcience ,  becaufe  all  fuch  fcruples  mufc  be  founded  on 
the  law  of  God  ;  but  as  this  cannot  be  pretended  to 
in  the  prefent  cafe,  the  aft  becomes  a  mere  matter  of 
doubt ;  to  incline  which,  not  religion ,  but  reafon  is 
concerned  :  and  if  any  can  yet  be  in  fufpence  which 
way  reafon  will  incline  them  to  refolve  their  doubts, 
let  them  frequent  the  dwellings  of  the  inoculated ,  and 
of  thofe  under  natural  infection,  and  they  will  have 
proofs  fraught  with  conviftion, 

M  any  are  the  variations  of  the  duty  or  obligation  we 
are  all  under  to  preferve  life  ;  and  the  modes  in  which 
it  may  be  reprefented  ;  but  I  Hatter  myfelf,  the  preced¬ 
ing  queftions  are  fufncient  to  fhew  that  the  practice  cf 
Inoculation  can  be  defended  and  jultihed  by  other  argu¬ 
ments  than  thofe  of  fcripture. 

One  of  the  above  queries  intimates  that  the  Al¬ 
mighty  vouchfafes  a  bleffing  cn  the  praftice  of  In¬ 
oculation  ;  from  which  may  be  drawn  a  ilrong,  and 
I  think,  a  conclufive  argument  in  defence  of  it.  5Tb 
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true,  indeed,  we  read  in  feripture  that  wicked  people 
and  their  praflices  were  crowned  with  fuccefs  ;  a  blef- 
fing  given  to  a  fin,  to  bring  about  a  wife  and  good  end. 
But  this  affe&s  not  in  the  lead  our  prefent  fubjeft. 
For  in  the  firft  place  we  deny  the  adtion  to  be  linful, 
becaufe  it  is  not  forbidden  ;  and  becaufe  our  motive 
or  intention  is  certainly  laudable  and  good  ;  being  an 
endeavour  to  preferve  lifet  (as  ought  to  be  fuppofed) 
to  the  glory  of  God  and  for  the  benefit  of  ourfelves, 
families,  and  fellow-creatures.  But  allowing  the  a&ion 
to  be  finful,  I  demand  an  anfwer  from  the  confcien- 
tious  to  the  following  queftion  : 

If  Inoculation  be  a  fin,  what  good  end  can  reafon 
prefume  to  fuppofe  that  God  intends  to  bring  about 
by  giving  a  bieffing  and  fuccefs  to  it  ? 

It  will  be  an  unfair  anfwer  to  fay  that  God*/  (ways 
an  in  the  deept  and  his  paths  paft  Jinding  cut ;  becaufe 
in  the  particular  cafes  mentioned  in  feripture,  whofe 
ends  were  accompli fhed  by  bad  men  and  bad 
attions,  it  was  reafonahle  to  fuppofe,  and  eafy  to 
forefee  that  fuch  would  be  the  ends  and  confequences 
of  the  means  fo  ufed.  In  fhort,  they  were  very  par- 
ticular  cafes  to  anfwer  temporary  or  immediate  pur- 
pofes.  But  Inoculation  is  a  thing  of  general  moment. 
The  whole  world  is,  or  may  be  concerned  in  it.  It 
is  a  pra&icc  now  of  feme  years  (landing.  It  is 
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reasonable  therefore  to  fuppofe,  if  the  Almighty 
was  difpleafed  with  the  aftion,  he  would  have  long 
ago  Shewn  marks  of  his  difpleafure.  As  the  attion 
is  not  forbidden,  and  cannot,  confequently,  be  proved 
Sinful,  will  any  be  fo  hardy  as  to  aflert  it  is  a  Sin ; 
and  that  God  has  given  thus  long  a  bleiling  to  it  ; 
fuch  great  and  extenlive  fuccefs  to  a  wickednefs  ? 

Let  us  much  rather  believe  that  God,  feeing  the  fa¬ 
tal  diitemper  increasing,  and  fpreading  itfelf  over  the 
earth,  fweeping  away  myriads  of  his  creatures,  inilil- 
led  light  into  man’s  mind  for  the  difcovery  of  Inocu¬ 
lation,  and  will  ever  crown  it  with  fuccefs.  —  An¬ 
other  obfervation  may  be  made  to  Shew,  that  the  pre- 
fent  cafe  is  not  fimilar  to  thofe  in  Scripture,  and 
ought  not  to  be  judged  parallel  with  them.  It  is 
this :  —  the  ends  that  were  brought  about  by  the 
above-mentioned  means  were  local,  confined  to  a  par¬ 
ticular  people  ;  but  the  bleffing  that  God  gives  to 
Inoculation  is  extended  to  every  tribe,  to  every  na¬ 
tion,  where  pra&ifed. 

I  come  now  to  take  Some  little  notice  of  the  latter 
part  of  the  foregoing  general  objection  ;  for  I  hope 
I  have  in  fome  meafure  proved  that  reafon  does  not,  in 
this  particular,  direct  a  choice  of  means  contrary  to 
the  law  of  God  ;  and  that  the  a6t  of  Inoculation, 
fo  far  as  revelation  is  concerned,  cannot  be  dif« 
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pleafing  to  the  Almighty.  The  remaining  re&° 
Tons  for  retaining  fcruples  of  confcience  againft  ino¬ 
culation,  are  much  eafier  anfwered,  and  are  as  follow : 

The  Almighty  is  Lord  of  life  and  death ,  and 
of  all  things  to  the?n  pertaining,  as  health ,  frength , 
weaknefs  and  fcknefs.  T’hat  to  take  the  reins  of  thefe 
out  of  his  hands  mujl  he  wicked ;  and  that  moreover  Ino*° 
culaticn  is  a  fin,  becaufe  it  jhews  a  mifrujl  of  the  Al¬ 
mighty,  as  if  he  was  unable  to  deliver  us  from 
death . 

The  arguments  (if  they  deferve  the  name)  that 
can  be  brought  from  hence,  are  of  that  kind  which 
prove  too  much.  —  As  to  the  particular  of  taking  the 
reins  out  ofG  od’s  hands ,  I  cannot  better  expofe  the 
abfurdity  of  it,  than  by  the  following  comparifon.  — 
Man  for  his  difobedience,  was  driven  out  of  Paradife, 
to  till  and  cultivate  the  ground  from  whence  he  was 
taken.  Many  of  the  fons  of  Adam  have  their  ha¬ 
bitations  near  thofe  bounds,  beyond  which  the  Lor  d 
of  the  univerfe  fays,  the  fea  Jhall  not  pafs .  Man,  by 
labour  and  experience  finds,  that  the  drops  of  the 
ocean,  properly  applied,  enrich  the  land  which  he 
is  commanded  to  cultivate  ;  and  accordingly  unbars 
the  bound  of  the  fea  that  the  waters  may  cover  the 
face  of  the  ground.  —  Will  any  one  fay,  that  man 
take  the  reins  out  of  God’s  hand,  becaufe  he  makes 
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the  Tea  pa/s  tho/e  bounds  which  God  fays  it  Jhall 
not pafs  ?  The  abfurdity  is  too  manifeft  to  dwell  on  ; 
for  the  will  of  God  is  not  to  obftrudt  the  good  of 
mankind. 

More  ridiculous,  if  poflible,  is  the  other  obfer- 
vation,  that  Inoculation  implies  a  mijirujl  of  the  Al~ 
might  y  ;  as  if  he  nvas  unable  to  deliver  us  from 
death.  —  If  this  was  the  cafe,  it  would  be  a  fin  to 
apply  to  a  phyfician  or  furgeon,  or  to  take  medicine 
to  relieve  us  from  pain  or  ficknefs,  be  the  remedy 
at  hand,  and  necefiity  ever  fo  great  and  urgent.  The 
truth  is,  there  is  one  regular  and  eftablifiied  rule 
of  government,  or  Providence  over  us.  We  are 
fubjedt  to  manifold  difeafes,  that  threaten  our  difib- 
lution  ;  but  there  are  remedies  to  relieve  us.  ?Tis 
pur  duty  to  make  ufe  of  them  :  without  an  endea¬ 
vour  on  our  part  we  cannot  expedt  the  grace  or  blef- 
fingof  God  in  anything.  —  The  Almighty  works 
no  miracles  to  fave  our  lives.  —  We  may  a  fibre 
ourfelves,  therefore,  it  is  our  duty  to  partake  of,  and 
madnefs  to  refufe  thofe  blefiings  which  man,  under 
Providence,  has  obtained  for  us,  by  indefatiga¬ 
ble  labour  and  ftudy.  That  it  behoves  us,  by  every 
honefl:  means  to  fecure  our  lives  here,  as  well  as  our 
falvation  hereafter.  In  a  word,  we  may  embrace 
Inoculation  with  a  fafe  confidence  for  the  following 
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indifputable  reafons.  The  aft  is  not  forbidden  by  the 
lav:  of  God ;  the  intention  in  us  is  good  and  laudable ; 
and  the  means ,  if  not  abufed ,  are  inotfenfive  to  our  fel¬ 
low-creatures. 

There  remains  a  fcruple  of  confcience  Bill  to  be 
anfwered,  in  regard  to  the  extent  of  Inoculation. 
For  many  approve  of  and  embrace  the  adt  themfelves, 
who  cannot  be  perfuaded  to  extend  it  to  their  infants, 
thinking  it  fmful  to  inoculate  them  without  their 
confent,  before  they  come  to  years  of  difcretion,  to 

chufe  for  themfelves.  But  this  fcruple  of  confcience 

/  . 

Is  equally  weak  and  abfurd  with  the  foregoing  :  nay 

4 

more  fo ;  —  for  if  w7e  have  fatisfied  ourfelves  that  the 
adtion  is  right  and  good  in  itfelf,  it  is  inconfiftent  in 
the  nature  of  things  to  fuppofe  that  any  fin  can  arife 
from  the  difference  of  age  or  fubjedt  on  whom  Ino¬ 
culation  is  pradlifed.  But  in  fadt,  it  is  no  matter  of 
religious  confideration,  but  an  affair  in  which  our 
prudence  is  folely  concerned,  and  of  which  rea- 
fon  and  experience  fnew  the  fitnefs  and  expe¬ 
diency.  —  But,  fay  the  confcientious,  if  our  chil¬ 
dren  die  from  Inoculation ,  vie  foould  never  be  eajy  in  mindt 
nor  forgive  ourfelves .  In  the  firft  place  we  anfwer, 
there  is  fcarce  a  poffbility  of  death  attending  the 
adtion  ;  fo  fafe  is  the  pradlice,  and  fo  great  is  the 
perfection  to  which  it  is  now  brought.  But  allowing 
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that  Tome  infants  may  die,  no  fin  is  incurred,  becaufe 
the  adl  is  not  forbidden,  and  our  intention ,  agreeable 
to  our  former  argument  and  the  language  of  Scrip- 
ture,  is  to  do  good,  to  fa<ve  life ,  not  to  dejlroy  it.  But 
the  belt  reply  to  make  to  all  fcrupulous  parents  is 
to  alk  them  the  following  queftion: 

If  you  negledl  to  have  your  children  inoculated, 
and  they  are  infedled,  as  they  grow  up,  with  the 
natural  Small-pox  and  die,  have  you  not  real  caufe  to 
to  be  uneafy,  and  to  accufe  yourfelves  of  careleifnefs 
and  want  of  natural  affedlion,  as  the  means  to  have 
faved  their  lives,  at  leaft  from  this  kind  of  death, 
were  fo  manifefily  efficacious,  and  fo  indifputably 
fafe  ?  —  The  chance  that  children  are  naturally  in- 
fedted  with  this  diftemper,  before  they  come  to  years 
of  difcretion,  amounts  to  a  great  probability ;  and 
that  they  may  die  under  it,  there  is  too  much  reafon 
to  fear ;  —  but  that  Inoculation  will  fecure  them  from 
all  danger,  is  not  to  be  doubted,  much  lefs  quef- 
tioned. 

I  now  flatter  myfelf  that  what  has  been  advanced, 
is  fufficient  to  remove  the  fcruples  of  the  confcien- 
tious  concerning  the  adl  of  Inoculation.  I  fh all  there¬ 
fore  haften  to  conclude,  by  fhewing  what  great  benefits 
refult  to  ourfelves  and  fociety  from  the  pradlice  of  it. 

These,  indeed,  are  various  and  numerous,  which 
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mai  naturally  occur  to  every  one  who  considers  the 
fubjeft  with  attention.  —  Whether  we  view  Inocula¬ 
tion  in  a  public  or  private  light,  great  are  its  bene¬ 
fits.  In  families  how  is  their  happinefs  eilabliihed 

; 

by  this  fecurity  of  lives !  To  let  this  rebellion  have 
its  due  weight,  we  need  only  confider  into  what  di- 
itreffes  many  are  plunged,  by  the  fudden  lefs  of  pa¬ 
rents,  relations  or  friends,  cut  off  by  the  malig¬ 
nancy  of  the  natural  Small-pox  !  And  what  forrow, 
what  grief  of  heart  do  parents  frequently  feel,  by 
having  their  children,  perhaps  an  only  child,  thus 
untimely  caught  away !  —And  moreover,  what  block¬ 
ing  objefts  thoufands  are  in  appearance,  to  the 
great  unhappinefs  of  their  friends,  who  might  have 
preferved  the  fair  image  of  God,  and  efcaped  the 
feverity  and  ravages  of  the  dreadful  ill !  --  But  how, 

I  fay,  is  domeftic  happinefs,  peace,  and  joy  fecured  and 
continued  by  Inoculation  !  With  what  ecftacy  does 
the  aitediionate  wife  receive  her  hufhand  after  he 
has  thus  furmounted  a  licknefs,  which  fhe  feared  was 
unto  death!  With  what  tranfports  does  the  tender 
hufoand  meet  his  endearing  partner,  when  flue  has 
thus  lightly,  and  with,  perhaps,  additional  beauty, 
fecured  her  life!  —  And  with  what  inexpreffible  joy 
and  pleafure  do  parents  behold  their  children,  their 
anxious  hopes  and  fears,  thus  preferved  from  a  fatal 
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dlftemper,  and  likely  to  call ,  for  many  years,  their 
lands  after  their  on,vn  name . 

If  we  coniider  this  fubjeft  minutely,  what  benefits 
do  we  find  arife  from  Inoculation,  in  regard  to  the 
affairs  of  life  !  —  Thoufands  there  are  who  neglefl 
many  weighty  concerns,  and  let  flip  lucky  opportu¬ 
nities,  for  fear  of  being  infe&ed  while  from  home,  or 
at  thofe  places  where  their  bufinefs  and  intereft  call 
them.  Not  to  mention  their  continual  dreadful  ap- 
prehenfions,  which  alone  are  fufficient  to  render  their 
lives  miferable  ! 

Next,  what  ineftimable  advantages  do  the  public 
reap  from  Inoculation  !  ’Tis  moft  certainly  a  happy 
difcovery,  a  bleffing  of  the  moft  weighty  concern  to 
this  kingdom ;  whofe  ftrength,  happinefs,  and  fecu- 
rity  confift  principally  in  the  number  of  its  inhabi¬ 
tants.  ---  The  promoting  the  Prailice  of  Inoculation 
is,  therefore,  confident  with  our  beft  policy,  and  fhould 
be  encouraged,  as  much  as  poffible,  by  the  govern¬ 
ment  :  and  more  efpecially  at  this  time,  when  the 
nation  is  fo  thin  of  men,  that  it  is  well  known,  and 
feverely  felt,  thoufands  are  wanted  among  the  lower 
clafs,  to  perforin  the  common  works  of  hufbandry 
and  labour.  But  how  would  this  fcarcity  of  people 
be  felt,  if  we  were  to  be  engaged  idon  again  in  an¬ 
other  war  !  In  fhort,  every  kingdom  is  the  mare 
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powerful  the  more  it  increafes  in  population.  If  the® 
every  child’s  life  is  of  great  value  to  community,  of 
how  much  more  confquence  are  the  lives  of  lufty 
youths  and  robufl  men  !  All,  all  are  faved  by  Inocu¬ 
lation  ;  but  thoufands,  thro’  negledl  of  it,  are  every 
year  cut  off  in  the  prime  of  youth  and  manhood.  Let 
any  man  ferioufly  refleft  what  an  immenfe  lofs,  in 
many  refpe&s,  this  mutt  naturally  be  to  the  nation. 
To  treat  this  fubjeft  politically  is  not  the  bufinefs  of 
the  pulpit,  otherwife  many  are  the  reafons  that  occur 
to  perfuade,  to  enforce  the  Pra&ice  of  Inoculation, 
from  the  neceflity  of  the  times,  the  nature  of  the 
diforder,  and  confiitutions  of  the  people.  Many 
are  the  arguments  and  pcrfuafions  to  this  end.  All 
therefore,  efpecially  thofe  in  fuperior  Nations,  jfhould 
encourage  and  recommend  fo  beneficial,  fo  happy 
a  means  of  felf-prefervation  ;  and  endeavour  by  every 
argument  to  remove  the  fcruples  of  the  weak,  that 
the  bleffing  may  extend  to  every  part  of  the  kingdom, 
and  to  every  individual. 

To  conclude.  That  there  fhould  be  people  who 
oppofe  the  practice  and  progrefs  of  Inoculation,  I 
mean  from  mere  prejudice,  for  we  have  done  with 
the  fcrupulous  and  confcientious,  is  hard  to  reconcile. 
The  danger  on  one  hand  is  manifelily  great,  the  ex¬ 
treme  fafcty  on  the  other  is  experimentally  proved. 
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and  univerfally  known.  Thoufands  are  cut  ofF  by  the 
one,  and  tens  of  thoufands  faved  by  the  other.  There,, 
death  triumphantly  walks  the  ftreets,  feeking  whom 
he  may  devour  ;  here,  he  is  baniihed  from  our  habi¬ 
tations,  and  deprived  of  all  power  to  approach  and 
hurt  us.  There,  we  continually  hear  the  folemn 
knell ;  here,  the  loud  peals  of  joy  and  health.  — 
Let  us  not  then  be  fo  mad  as  to  oppofe  REASON  ;  fo 
foolifh  as  to  difregard  EXPERIENCE  ;  and  fo  obfli- 
nate  as  to  (land  out  againft  CONVICTION.  In  a 
word,  let  us  not  meanly  and  cowardly  fubmit  to 
death  when  we  have  difarmed  him  of  his  (ling,  and 
obtained  this  victory  over  the  grave.  —  But  let  us, 
while  we  admire  the  fuccefsful  pradlice  of  man,  ulti¬ 
mately  attribute  this  great  bielTing  to  the  goodnefs 
of  that  Being,  whofe  mercy  is  over  all  his  works, 
and  ever  pra&ice  it  in  its  utmoft  extent,  to  his  glory 
and  the  good  of  mankind. 

Now  to  God,  &c. 
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Prayers  ufed  at  Mr.  Sutton’s. 


ipRAYER  for  the  Recovery  of  Patients  under  Inoculation* 

[T0  he  ufed  after  O  God  the  Creator,  $ec,] 

o  ALMIGHTY  GOD,  In  whom  we  live,  move,  and  have  our 
being,  and  to  whom  alone  belong  the  iflues  of  life  and  death,, 
our  only  help  in  time  of  need,  mo  ft:  humbly  we  befeech.  thee  to 
grant,  that  all  thofe  of  this  prefent  houfehold,  who  now  labour 
tinder  an  indifpofition  of  body,  may  fafeiy  and  fpeedily  recover 
from  their  infirmity*  And  moil  earneftly  we  implore  thy  greateft 
Meffing  on  this  and  every  endeavour  of  men,  to  preferve  the  live® 
of  their  fellow-creatures,  that  our  days  may  be  prolonged  upon 
earth,  to  thy  honour  and  glory,  through  Jesus  Christ  our 
Lord,  Amen , 


A  prayer  for  the  Recovery  of  Patients  from  Inoculation* 

[To  he  ufed  after  the  General  Thankfgiving.] 

o  ALMIGHTY  and  moll  merciful  Father,  by  whofe  gra¬ 
cious  providence  our  lives  are  prolonged,  and  w£  are  preferred 
from  the  manifold  dangers  that  befet  us,  we  return  thee  our  un¬ 
feigned  facrifice  of  praife  and  thankfgiving  for  bleffing  thole 
means  to  us,  which  therefore  we  prefume  to  ufe,  and  in  confidence 
of  thy  divine  pleafure,  continue  to  purfue,  for  fubduing  the  power 
of  that  ficknefs  which  hath  been  fo  often  unto  death.  And 
vouchfafe,  we  befeech  thee,  particularly  to  accept  the  grateful 
thanks  of  all  thofe  in  this  prefent  congregation,  to  whom  thou 
haft  lately  reftored  the  voice  of  joy  and  health.  For  this  thy 
prefervation  and  providence  over  us,  we  laud  and  magnify  thy 
glorious  name,  and  afcribe  all  honour  and  power  to  Thee,  the 
bon,  and  Holy  Ghoft,  now  and  for  ever.  Amen, 
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Prefent  State  of  Inoculation, 
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APPENDIX,  &c. 

X  HE  progrefs  of  Inoculation,  like  that 
of  many  other  arts,  has  been  in  general  ex¬ 
tremely  (low ;  owing  to  the  ignorance  and 
barbarifm  of  the  people  by  whom  it  was 
difcovered,  and  to  the  fluggilh  genius  and 
prejudice  of  the  countries,  where  it  has 
been  introduced  and  attempted  to  be  cul¬ 
tivated.  Nay  the  French,  who  edeem  them- 
felves  the  mod  enlightened ,  and  fenfihle  na¬ 
tion  under  heaven,  willing  to  give  an  evi¬ 
dent  proof  of  their  fagacity  and  wifdom ,  have 
forbid,  in  general,  by  order  of  parliament, 
the  Practice  of  Inoculation.  But  we 
poor  ignorant  John  Trots ,  who  mud  not 
pretend  to  difpute  their  fuperior  fenfe,  have 
given  a  kind  reception  to  the  banifhed  art, 
are  grateful  for  the  bleding,  and  fhall  hum¬ 
bly  endeavour,  by  means  of  it,  to  preferve 
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the  lives  of  many  Englifh  hearts  of  oak , 
who  may,  one  time  or  other,  drub  the  Mon- 
Jteurs  for  their  folly.  But  to  be  ferious. 

Notwithstanding  the  art  of  Inocu¬ 
lation,  fmce  it  was  firft  difcovered,  has  been 
in  general  flow  in  its  progrefs,  and  very 
gradually,  and  in  many  refpeCts  very  inju» 
dicioufly  praCtifed,  it  has  rapidly  advanced, 
within  thefe  lafl  ten  years,  towards  the  point 
and  fummit  of  perfection-,  and, like  Mil- 
ton’s  divine  poem,  has  broke  from  the 
fhackels  of  ignorance  and  prejudice,  and  is 
efteemed  by  every  rational  man,  an  art,  a 
blefling  of  the  mod  ineftimable  value,— 
The  merit  of  this  perfection,  I  readily  at¬ 
tribute,  without  the  leaft  apprehenflon  of 
being  contradicted,  to  the  fkill,  the  inde¬ 
fatigable  labours  and  experiments  of  the 
Sutton  family,  who  now  practice  Inocu¬ 
lation  with  unparalleled  and  aftonifhing  fuc- 
cefs,  in  different  parts  of  the  kingdom.  Par¬ 
ticularly  is  the  public  indebted  to  Mr.  Da- 


/• 


39 


A  P  P  E  N  D  I  X. 

/ 

Sutton ,  the  Gentleman  to  whom  the 
foregoing  Difcourfe  is  addreffed  ;  —  whofe 
fingular  method  of  Inoculation,  and  the 
many  great  improvements,  and  lights  he 
has  made  and  thrown  on  the  Practice,  have 
excited  the  attention,  furprize  and  admira¬ 
tion  of  the  whole  kingdom,  efpecially  of 
the  faculty.  —  That  the  reader  may  form 
fome  opinion  of  the  fkill  of  this  Gentleman, 
of  the  fafety  of  his  pradtice,  and  power  of 
his  medicines,  I  prefent  them  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  particulars ;  knowing  them  to  be 
fadts,  as  I  have  long  been  converfant  with 
his  method,  frequented  his  houfes,  and  an 
eye-witnefs  to  all  I  afiert. 

And  firft,  the  (lightnefs  of  his  operation 
in  communicating  the  infection,  may  well 
demand  our  admiration.  It  is  eafier  than 

•v 

we  can  poffibly  conceive.  With  refpedt  to 
pain,  it  is  not  equal  to  the  thoufandth  part 
which  the  prick  of  a  pin  gives.  The  ope¬ 
ration  is.  performed  on  moil  without  their 
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feeling  or  knowing  it :  and  in  a  minute  af¬ 
terwards,  the  pundture  is  fcarce  vifible.  I 
mention  this,  becaufe  many  are  apt  to  dread 
the  operation  *,  being  apprehenfive  that  a 
large  incifion  is  to  be  made.— The  whole  that 
follows,  is  perfectly  in  charadter  with  the 
operation.  The  patients  in  general  have 
little  or  no  ficknefs  :  their  indifpofition  is  fo 
trifling  that  they  are  afhamed  to  complain  5 
and  in  a  few  days  they  are  perfedtly  well. 
Here  is  no  confinement,  no  keeping  of  bed. 
All  is  mirth,  and  all  feem  happy.  In  fadt, 
this  fortnight-vifit  to  Mr.  Sutton’s,  abounds 
with  real  pleafure  and  fatisfadtion.  The 
pleafing  converfation  of  the  company,  added 
to  their  various  amufements,  makes  the 

time  glide  away  imperceptibly. - — — If 

Mr.  Sutton  perceives  a  fymptom  in  patients 
of  a  great  fever,  or  a  probability  of  their 
having  more  puflules  than  they  would  chufe, 
he  quickly  prevents  both  by  virtue  of  his 
medicines.  In  fliort,  if  any  patient  in  the 
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houfe  has  twenty  or  thirty  puftules,  he  is  faid 
to  have  the  Small  pox  very  heavy.  — -  ’Tis 
impoffible  to  make  the  reader  conceive,  with 
what  eafe*  with  what  trifling  ficknefs  and  ex¬ 
treme  fafety  this  Gentleman,  his  family,  and 
affiftants,  conduft  patients  through  Inocu¬ 
lation.  If  there  were  not  thoufands  that 
can  atteft  it,  I  fhould  be  backward  to  rilk 
being  believed  by  the  public,  though  I  have 
the  ftrongeft  demonftration  of  it  my  fed  f. 

I  have  heard  it  faid  by  feveral  eminent 
phyficians,  that  if  any  medicine  can  be  dif~ 
covered  to  prevent  a  too  great  burthen  of 
puftules,  that  fuch  medicine  would  be  in- 
eftimable.  There  is  no  doubt  but  this  fe~ 
cretlies  in  the  breaft  of  the  Sutton  family, 
Tis  feldom  they  have  occafion  much  to  ufc 
it ;  but  its  efficacy  and  power  have  been 
often  tried  and  proved ;  and  that  very  lately 
on  a  lady’s  child  who  is  almoft  my  next 
door  neighbour.  The  child  was  feized  with 
the  natural  Small-pox  unknown  to  the  pa- 


42 


APPENDIX, 

rent.  As  foon  as  it  was  difcovered  by 
the  puftules  making  a  plentiful  appearance* 
the  child  was  conveyed  to  one  of  Mr.  Sut- 

N>  '  _  *  f 

tocv’s  houfes.  The  next  morning  the  face 
and  body  being  extremely  full,  Mr.  Sut~ 

V  . 

ton  marked  with  a  pen  a  great  number  of 

puftu  es,  and  adminiftered  the  medicine  I 

allude  to  :  tome  hours  afterwards, hundreds 

of  the  puftules  disappeared ;  and  among 

them  feveral  of  thofe  marked,  leaving  the 

little  dot  on  the  plain  furface  of  the  fkln. 

The  child  did  extremely  well.  For  the  fa- 

* 

tisfaction  of  the  curious,  I  take  the  liberty 
to  mention  that  the  child  was  fon  to  Mr. 
Barnak  d?  of  V/ itham  in  Essex,  who  died 
of  the  natural  confluent  Small-pox,  and 
from  whom  the  child  is  fuppofed  to  have 
caught  the  infedbion.  Mrs.  Barnard,  the 
mother,  attended  her  child  all  the  time  he 
was  at  Mr.  Sutton’s.* — However  furprizing 
this  may  feern,  it  is  an  experiment  that  has 
been  often  tried  and  proved.  And  any  who 
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appeal  to  Mr.  Sutton  may  have  many  in¬ 
dances  given  where  this  medicine  has  been 
equally  powerful  and  efficacious.  It  is  alio 
worthy  of  notice  to  obferve,  that  two  days 
before  Mr.  Barnard’s  deaths  Mr.  Suttom 
took  fome  matter  from  him  to  inoculate  a 
gentleman’s  family  near  Ipfwich  ^  the  gen¬ 
tleman  defiring  that  his  children  might  be 
inoculated  with  natural  matter.  Norwich- 
{landing  it  is  reafonable  to  fuppofe  that  this 
matter  was  of  the  moil  virulent  kind,  Mr. 
Sutton,  by  his  medicine,  prevented  any  ill 
effects  arifrng  from  it ;  and  the  childienhad 
but  fix  or  eight  pudules,  and  thofe  of  the 
fined  and  moil  didindl  fort. —What  a  hap- 
pinefs,  what  a  great  fatisfaction  mud  it  be 
then,  to  a  patient  to  refledt,  that  if  he 
Ihould  be  in  any  danger  of  having  a  bur¬ 
then  of  pudules,  there  is  a  means  to  pre¬ 
vent  it !  By  his  fingular  method  of  Inocu¬ 
lation  not  one  in  a  thoufand  have  more  puf¬ 
tules  than  they  wifh  \  but  I  mud  repeat  that 
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it  is  an  unfpeakable  fatisfadlion  to  confide r 
he  has  a  powerful  medicine  to  difpel  every 
fymptom  of  danger. . — »  There  are  many 

'  y 

other  furprifing  and  fingular  circumflances 
in  Mr.  Sutton’s  practice  which  I  cannot 
mention  confidently  with  friendfhip,  and 
my  promife  of  fecrefy.  —  I  fhall  conclude 
therefore  thefe  observations*  by  giving  the 
number  of  patients  he  has  inoculated  in 
thefe  laid  three  years  ;  which  account  I  have 
taken  from  his  books,  and  is  as  follows ; 

In  the  year  1764— -1629 

1765-  — 4347 

1766—  .7816 


13792 


In  the  laft  two  years  Mr.  Sutton  inocu¬ 
lated  feveral  large  parties  at  a  time  ;  par¬ 
ticularly,  four  hundred  and  feventeen  peo¬ 
ple  on  one  day  at  Maldon  in  Efiex.  Be- 
fides  feveral  hundreds  in  and  near  Maidftone 
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in  Kent;  and  many  of  the  fir  ft  families  in 
the  county.  —  To  the  above  number  fhould  . 
be  added  fix  thou  fan  d  that  have  been  ino¬ 
culated  by  Mr.  Sutton’s  afiiftants,  as  he 
taught  them  his  method,  and  as  they  ufe 

none  but  his  medicines.  So  that  he  may 

/  ■ 

be  faid  to  have  inoculated  within  thefe 
three  years,  twenty  thoufand  perfons. 
take  no  notice  here  of  the  numbers  inocu¬ 
lated  by  him,  during  the  feveral  years  he 
was  in  practice  with  his  father,  becaufe  he 
kept  no  regular  account  of  them. 

Of  the  above  multitude  he  denies  that 
a  fingle  patient  has  died  fairly  from  INO¬ 
CULATION,  (by  him  or  his  afiiftants)  or 
from  its  effects.  The  death  of  two  or  three 
reported  to  have  died  was  owing,  one  to  his 
own  imprudence  in  being  drunk  feveral 
times  during  the  eruption  ;  the  other  two  to 
complicated  diforders,  which  would  have 
killed  them  had  they  not  been  inoculated  : 
for  as  to  the  Small-pox,  they  had  but  very 
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few  puftules,  and  had  taken  their  leave  of 
Mr.  S&tton.  - — —But  here  it  ought  to  be 
remarked,  that  had  he  abfolutely  loft  fifty 
out  of  the  above  number,  no  argument 
could  be  drawn  from  thence  to  depredate  his 
method  and  medicines.  Let  any  unpreju¬ 
diced  and  reafonable  man  refled  what  an  im- 
menfe  number  five  thoufand  only  is  to  ino¬ 
culate;  of  what  various  conftitutions  they 
muft  naturally  be;  and  what  latent  weak- 
neffes  and  infirmities  many  muft  have  a- 
mong  them.  Let  us  confider  what  great 
odds  it  is,  fuppofing  we  chufe  fome  thou- 
fands  of  the  mo Rrhealtby  people  we  know, 
that  feveral  of  them  die  within  a  fort¬ 
night  the  time  that  patients  in  general  are 

under  Mr.  Sutton’s  care,  - But  was  it 

not  a  miracle  almoft,  with  refpect  to  the 

town  of  Maldon  in  Eftex,  where  Mr.  Sut- 

,  - 

ton  inoculated  above  four  hundred  one 
morning,  that  not  one  patient  fhould  die, 
confidering  they  were  of  all  ages  and 
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conftitutions ;  every  perfon  in  the  town 
being  inoculated  that  had  not  had  the 
Smali-pox!  Several  other  large  parties  in 
Kent,  and  in  various  parts  of  the  kingdom 
have  been  inoculated  in  the  fame  man- 
ner,  and  with  the  fame  fuecefs. 

In  a  word,  any  man  that  will  undertake 
to  enquire  into  Mr.  Sutton’s  fuccefs,  may 
have  the  moil  con  vincing  proofs  from  many 
©£  the  lirft  families  in  the  kingdom,  as  well 
as  from  thoufand  others,  that  his  method 
of  Inoculation  is  mod  eafy  and  fate,  and 
that  his  medicines  are  mod  efficacious  and 
powerful— Many  indance  s  could  be  men¬ 
tioned  of  his  (kill  in  the  natural  Small- 
pox.  That  of  a  young  lady  at  Maid¬ 
stone,  whom  he  faved  lad  autumn,  after 
die  was  given  over  by  her  phyflcian,  is 
well  known,  and  is  alone  diffident  to  efta- 
falifli  his  character  for  ever. 

Such  a  long  urtfullied  fuccefs,  has 
greatly  excited  the  attention  of  the  king- 
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dom,  particularly  of  the  faculty ;  fome 
of  whom  have  made  diligent  enquiries  into 
the  truth  of  it,  and  endeavoured  by  many 
artful,  if  not  mean  methods,  to  difcover 
the  SECRETS  of  the  SUTTONIAN 
PRACTICE.  Others  have  wrote  pam¬ 
phlets  containing  common  and  trifling  in- 
formations  that  they  have  received  from 
fome  of  Mr.  Sutton’s  patients,  difplaying 
his  method  of  preparation,  which  they 
might  have  copied  from  any  of  his  print¬ 
ed  bills  of  diredtions.— Thefe  learned  and 
fatisfaCtory  pamphlets  contain  alfo  fhrewd 
and probable  conjectures  of  the  ingredients  that 
compofe  his  medicines  But  I  think  it 
is  probable  that  few  readers  will  be  weak 
enough  to  fwallow  a  conjecture  that  may 
turn  out  a  difagreeable  certainty ;  or  at  lead, 
make  ufe  of  it,  when  they  know  where  to 
apply  for  the  real  fecret. 

Two  pamphlets  have  lately  appeared  on 
this  fubjedb,  written  by  two  eminent  Phy- 
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ficians  ;  one  by  Dr.  Baker,  F.  R.  S.  and 
Phyfician  to ‘her  Majefty’s  houfhold ;  the 
other,  being  a  Letter  in  anjwer  to  Dr, 
Baker,  by  Dr.  Glass  of  Exeter.  The 
fubllance  of  thefe  pieces  relates  to  the  prac¬ 
tice  of  a  certain  perfon  and  his  fons ,  as  thefe 
authors  ftile  the  Sutton  family.  But  I  am 
at  a  lofs  to  guefs  why  they  forbore  to  men¬ 
tion  the  name  of  Sutton.  Surely,  if  their 
practice  is  worthy  the  notice  of  thefe  emi¬ 
nent  phyflcians,  this  little  honour  might 
have  been  paid.  But  perhaps  Dr.  Baker 
and  Dr.  Glass  thought,  that  by  mention¬ 
ing  the  name  of  the  operators,  whofe  prac¬ 
tice  they  deigned  to  write  on,  they  might 
influence  the  public  too  much  in  their  fa¬ 
vour.- — -I  wifh  I  had  as  great  an  opinion  of 
Dr.  Baker’s  ingen uoufnefs  as  I  have  of 
his  ingenuity.  But  1  hardly  think  it  fair, 
that  he  fhould  employ  means  to  obtain  in¬ 
formations  from  the  patients  of  a  gentle¬ 
man,  relative  to  his  practice,  which  is  his 
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livelihood,  and  then  difcover  them  to  the 
world.  But  he  has  gone  farther ;  for  fince  his 
late  publication,  he  has  applied  to  the  wor¬ 
thy  and  fenfible  clergyman,  he  fpeaks  of  in 
his  pamphlet,  and  who  favoured  him  with 
much  of  his  information,  to  endeavour  to 
get  from  Mr.  Robert  Sutton ,  (one  of  the  fons, 
who  like  the  reft  of  the  family  practices  with 
the  greateft  fuccefs)  anfwers  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  queries. 

Whether  the  pill  or  powder  after  I  no- 
eolation  be  the  fame  with  the  preparatory 
powder  ? 

Do  you  ever  truft  to  fweating  medi¬ 
cines  in  the  eruptive  fever  P 

t 

Does  the  pill  or  powder  ever  vomit  ? 

Is  the  punch  a  ludorific  or  a  cooler  ? 

Do  you  inoculate  with  any  moifture  taken 
from  the  arm  within  four  days  after  the 
operation  ? 

There  were  more  queries ;  but,  my  dear 
Dr.  Baker,  how  could  you  imagine  that 
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Mr,  Sutton  would  anfwer  fuch  home  ques¬ 
tions?  Can  you  think  that  he  would  do  juft 
tice  to  himfelf  and  family  by  thus  difcovering 
feveral  eJJentials  of  his  practice,  efpecially 
too  to  a  gentleman*  who  juft  before  publifh- 

ed  to  the  world  all  the  information  he  could 

/  < 

get  relative  to  his  method  ?  Indeed*,  my 
good  dodor,  the  Sutton  family  have  as  much 
fenjibility  in  the  touch  of  omnium  gatherum 
as  yourfelf,  —  In  fliort,  Dr.  Baker  has  dift 
covered  to  the  public  what  was  never  made 
a  fecret  of,  viz.  that  part  of  Mr,  Sutton* s 
pradice  confifts  in  adhering  to  a  cool  re¬ 
gimen. 

A  few  weeks  iince  Dr,  Glass,  an  emi¬ 
nent  phyfician  at  Exeter,  publifhed  a  letter 
to  Dr.  Baker,  by  way  of  anfwer  to  his 
pamphlet  queftioning  the  general  propriety 
of  the  cool  regimen,  notwithftanding  the 
Sutton  family  have  pradiced  it  with  fuccefs, 
in  above  forty  thoufand  inftances.  —  The 
reader  will  pleafe  to  obferve,  that  Dr.  Glass 
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tells  us,  tfe  he  has  followed  his  own  princi¬ 


ples  and  notions,  and  that  thefe  have  led 
him  to  conclufions,  which,  in  fome  inilances, 
oppofe  the  opinion  of  Dr.  Baker.55  No 
doubt  of  it.  I  never  knew  a  man  that 
would  tamely  give  up  his  notions  and  prin¬ 
ciples^  if  there  was  the  lead  room  for  con- 
tradition  \  and  the  faculty  are  the  laft  gen¬ 
tlemen  in  the  world  that  regard  each  other’s 
opinion  or  prdcription.  —  Dr.  Glass  there¬ 
fore,  who  has  certainly  fome  little  venera¬ 
tion  for  old  nurfes,  has  advanced  in  his  let¬ 
ter,  by  way  of  contradiction,  that  there  are 
fame  cafes  in  which  the  cool  regimen  would 
be  dangerous  ;  and  when  nurfing  and  com- 
fort  able  cordials  are  abfolutelv  neceffary. 
By  the  bye,  Dr.  Baker  had  laid  nothing  to 
the  contrary  ,  but  argued  in  general  that  ex¬ 
perience  enforced  the  ufe  of  the  cool  regi¬ 
men.  Dr.  Glass,  however,  had  an  itch  for 


writing,  and  he  knew  a  pamphlet  mult  be 
about  fome  thing; :  and  therefore  railed  an 
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objection  of  his  own,  learnedly  difputed  the 
point,  and  anfwered  it  mod  fully,  viz.  by 
his  own  method  of  'practice.  Dr.  Glass  has 
made,  in  his  letter,  a  very  clear,  and  a 
very  abdrufe  difcovery.  The  former  is, 
“  that  acids fain  pewter  pots  black”  —  the 
latter,  or  very  abftruie  difcovery  is,  “  It  is 
a  contradiction ,  that  a  determined  effect  JJoould 
"  exiji  in  virtue  of  a  caufe ,  which  doth  not  con¬ 
tain  the  entire  and  complete  reafon  of  its  ex- 
{fenced* 

Before  I  take  my  leave  of  thefc  Gen¬ 
tlemen,  I  mud  be  fo  free  as  to  inform  them 
that  their  late  publications  contain  little, 
very  little  indeed  of  the  Suttcnian  Pracdice 

of  Inoculation. - For  their  treatment  of 

their  patients,  particularly  in  refpedt  to  giv¬ 
ing  the  medicines,  depends  entirely  on  their 
conflitutions,  and  the  nature  of  the  cafe. 
As  thefe  mud  be  various,-  and  in  many  re- 
ipedis  extremely  different,  it  certainly  re¬ 
quires  much  fkill  and  experience  to  know 
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and  manage  them.  Nothing,  therefore,  of 
great  confequence,  can  be  afcertained  from 
the  informations  even  of  many  patients, 
as  they  can  give  no  reafon  why  they  were 
treated  in  this  or  that  manner.  Befides  it 
will  be  paying  Mr.  Sutton  a  very  ill  compli¬ 
ment  to  fuppofe,  that  he  has  but  one  ge¬ 
neral  method  j  and  that  he  adminifters  his 
medicines  indifcriminately  to  all.- — —The 
time  will  come,  perhaps,  when  the  Sutton 
family  will  generouily  difclofe  to  the  world 
their  juftly  fingular,  noble,  and  ineitimable 
Pradlice  of  Inoculation.  But  before  this, 
little  is  to  be  expedled  from  any  attempts 
that  may  be  made  to  difcover  it  or  their 
medicines,  and  lefs  to  be  depended  on  from 
wild  and  fuperiicial  conjedlure. 

While  the  candid  and  unprejudiced 
were  ftruck  with  filent  admiration  at  the 
uncommon  and  rapid  fuccefs  of  this  fa¬ 
mily,  there  have  not  been  wan  ting  men 
from  time  to  time,  who,  being  inftigated 
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by  envy,  malice,  and  all  the  viler  paffions, 
have  racked  their  brains  for  means,  how¬ 
ever  bafe  and  unjuftifiable,  to  obferubt,  to 
ridicule,  to  depreciate  and  villify  the  Sut¬ 
ton  ian  Practice.  As  this  opposition  has 
been  chiefly  levelled  at  Mr.  Daniel  Sutton* 
the  Gentleman  who  is  the  principal  fubjedfc 
of  this  publication,  I  Shall  confine  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  Appendix  to  him. —  At 
the  latter  end  of  the  year  1 763,  Mr.  Sutton 
came  into  EfTex,  and  fettled  in  his  prefent 
habitation,  near  the  town  of  Ingateftone, 
under  the  great  difadvantage  of  being  un¬ 
known  to  any  in  the  neighbourhood.  Suc- 
cefs  and  merit  had  fcarce  owned  him  for 
their  child,  when  the  fluices  of  envy,  ca¬ 
lumny  and  unprovoked  malice  were  opened 
again  A:  him.  Notwithstanding  he  had  long 
pradtifed  Inoculation  under  his  father,  he 
was  reprefented  as  the  lowed:  of  mankind  j 
one  that  had  juft  jumped  into  theprofeffibn, 
without  fenfe,  art,  or  a  Angle  degree  of 
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merit.  How  much  he  deferved  this  cha¬ 
racter,  time  has  evinced  ;  and  I  hope  long 
fhewn  his  fird  enemies  the  true  complexion, 
the  real  blackncfs  of  their  hearts.— The  limits 
of  this  work  will  not  admit  of  my  mention¬ 
ing  a  thoufandth  part  of  the  fcandalous 
means  that  have  been  ufed  to  obftrudt  him 
in  the  courfe  of  his  practice.  I  (hall  there¬ 
fore  only  remark  two  oppofitions,  they  be¬ 
ing  the  heft  contrived  and  the  mod  likely  to 
have  hurt  him ;  the  jufinefs  of  which 
the  reader  muft  determine. 

About  the  beginning  of  laPc  fummer 
the  Small-pox  broke  out  in  a  mod  violent 
manner  at  Chelmsford  in  EfTex,  fweeping 
off  every  week  many  of  the  inhabitants. 
This  was  a  fine  opportunity  for  Mr.  Sutton’s 
enemies  (many  of  whom  live  in  that  quar¬ 
ter)  to  furmife,  invent  and  propagate  what 
calumnies  they  pleaded  ;  efpecially  as  he 
fome times  came  on  market-days  to  treat 
with  people,  who  were  inclined  to  be  ino- 


APPENDIX, 


57 


culated.  If  any  perfon  chanced  to  accom¬ 
pany  him  in  his  carriage,  it  was  always  in- 
duftrioufly  reported,  that  fuch  perfon  was  a 
patient  brought  to  inoculate  from.  Others 
could  fee  fmall  pocks  out  in  full  bloom  (as 
they  exprefied  it)  notwithftanding  the  com¬ 
panion  was  frequently  an  acquaintance;  — 
and  as  it  is  diametrically  contrary  to  Mr.  Sut¬ 
ton's  pradlice  to  inoculate  from  fuch  kind  of 
patients.  But  we  fhall  prove  prefently,  by 
the  greateft  evidence,  that  fuch  were  no 
more  nor  lefs  than  grofs  lies.  Mr.  Sutton , 
however,  was  declared  to  be  the  man  that 
infedted  Chelmsford  with  the  Small-pox, 
notwithftanding  every  Apothecary  in  the  town 
was  an  Inoculator ,  and  had  long  pradtifed 
round  the  neighbourhood  :  nay  fome  of 
them  had  abfolutely  inoculated  perfons  of 
the  town  at  their  own  houfes,  and  this  be¬ 
fore  the  Small-pox  raged  with  any  violence*. 
Mr.  Sutton  too  muft  be  the  man,  not- 

f 

*  The  author  does  not  mean  to  insinuate,  that  the  Gentle¬ 
men  Apothecaries  of  Chelmsford  adted  wrong,  ’Tis  madnefs 
that  the  whole  town  is  not  inoculated  ;  as  from  its  lituation,  it 
will  be  always  fubjeft  to  the  Small-pox, 
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withftanding  Chelmsford  lies  in  the  great 
road  from  London  to  Colchefter,  Ipfwich, 
Norwich,  Harwich,  &c.  where  many  ftage- 
coaches  flop,  and  which  it  is  reafonable  to 
fuppofe,  frequently  bring  paflengers  juft 
come  from  infedbed  houfes,  and  many  doubt- 
lefs  that  are  juft  recovered  from  the  Small¬ 
pox,  with  their  infedlious  bundles  of  linen,  See. 
— • — 'Scandalous  accufation  !  bafe  partiality! 

1 

In  ftiort,  the  unjuft  infinuation  was  induftri- 
oufly  and  artfully  kept  up,  and  influenced 
a  general  belief.  On  this,  a  fet  of  men, 
whofe  juftice ,  honour  and  integrity  I  want 
words  to  exprefs,  waited  on  a  diftinguifhed 
perfonage  to  head  their  benevolent  defign. 
This  Gentleman  who  has,  in  fadl,  an  heart 
ever  ready  to  do  good,  a  heart  that  is  natu¬ 
rally  an  enemy  to  opprefiion,  was  borne 
down  with  repeated  afteverations,  and  forced 
as  it  were  by  the  cries  of  the  people,  to  ap¬ 
pear  in  a  profecution,  which,  had  not  ca¬ 
lumny  and  prejudice  ftrongly  barricaded  the 
voice  of  truth  from  his  ears,  he  would  never 
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have  countenanced,  — •  In  confequence  of 
thefe  groundlefs  infinuations  and  mifrepre- 
fentations,  an  inditement  was  prefered  laft 
fummer  aflize  at  Chelmsford,  againft  Mr. 
Daniel  Sutton ,  Surgeon,  for  a  nuifance  j 
when  the  Grand  Jury  not  only  not  found 
the  bill  againft  him,  butobferved  publickly 
in  Court  to  Lord  Mansfield,  u  that  not  one 
ftngle  article  alledged  againft  him  in  the  indite¬ 
ment  was  proved ;  and  that  moreover  they 
thought  it  partial  to  profecute  Mr.  Sutton  in  par¬ 
ticular,  ftnce  they  did  not  find  hut  that  the  apo¬ 
thecaries  of  the  town  inoculated  likewife They 
obferved  however,  that  Mr.  Sutton  had  been 
fomewhat  indifcreet,  and  of  which  indif- 
cretion  they  would  admonifti  him.  But  I 
take  the  liberty  to  fay,  that  had  the  Grand 
Jury  known  the  nature  of  Mr.  Sutton' s  prac¬ 
tice,  they  would  not  have  cenfured  him  for 
indifcretion.  For  had  the  inditement  been 
found,  he  would  have  afluredly  nonfuited 
his  enemies,  and  have  proved  beyond  a  pof- 
fibility  of  doubt,  that  he  never  brought  into 
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Chelmsford  a  patient,  who  was  capable  of 
infecting  a  bye-flander,  notwithdanding  fuch 
perfon  would  convey  infection  by  inocula¬ 
tion.  However  paradoxical  this  may  feem, 
it  is  truth,  and  would  have  been  proved  to 
a  demondration.  But  the  Grand  Jury  juft- 
ly  faved  Mr.  Sutton  from  being  obliged  in 
his  defence  to  difeover  one  of  the  mod  ef~ 
fential  parts  and  fecrets  of  his  profeffion. — - 
Such  was  the  caufe  and  iffue  of  the  Chelmf- 
ford  inditement.  A  profecution  founded  on 
Unifier  and  malicious  prejudice,  fupported 
by  lying  clamour,  carried  on  with  vindi&ive 
rage,  but  oppofed  by  TRUTH,  and  frus¬ 
trated  by  JUSTICE,  — —  Such,  0  Sutton , 
will  certainly  be  the  fate  of  all  the  envious 
and  malicious  projects  of  thy  oppofers 
fuch  the  fhame  of  all  thy  enemies.  I  fhall 

now  conclude  with  the  following  letter  to 

% 

Mr.  Robert  Pine,  Surgeon,  at  Maidftone 
in  Kent,  who  has  oppofed  Mr.  Sutton ,  by 
a  method  that  exceeds  the  jufiicc  of  the 
Chelmsford  Inditement. 
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To  Mr.  P  I  N  E. 

S  I  R, 

nr' 

f  HERE  is  not  a  wretch  on  earth  whom  I  more  heartily 
pity  than  yourfelf.  For  a  man  who  is  preyed  on  by  thofe  vul¬ 
tures  envy,  malice  and  revenge,  muft  be  a  wretch  indeed : 
and  though  he  juftly  deferves  the  greateft  infamy  and  contempt 
for  yielding  to  the  inftigations  of  thefe  viler  pafiions,  he  is  ftill 
a  real  objedt  of  diftrefs,  and  truly  worthy  to  be  commilerated. 
That  you.  Sir,  are  this  poor  miferable  wretch,  the  offspring  of 
Envy,  the  child  of  Malice  and  flave  to  Revenge,  you  have  given 
ihe  public  too  much  reafon  to  believe.  — -  ’Tis  doubtlefs  moft 
mortifying  to  reflect,  that  a  young  proficient,  a  ftranger  to 
your  county,  fhould  invade  your  field  of  practice,  fhould  rob 
you  of  your  birth-right ,  as  you  vainly  imagine  ;  and  in  a  fhort 
time  eclipfe  your  fame  and  glory.  But  reafon,  nay,  common 
fenfe  fhould  have  taught  you  to  be  fo  wife  and  prudent  as  to 
have  endeavoured  to  cultivate  an  acquaintance,  not  to  have 
waged  war  with  merit  and  fuccefs. — But  I  muft  drop,  Sir,  all 
formal  harangue  with  you.  Your  illiberal  attack  of  me  fome 
time  ago,  in  the  St.  James’s  Chronicle,  and  your  unprecedent¬ 
ed  treatment  of  my  friend  Mr.  Sutton,  demand  that  I  lafh 
your  condudf  with  that  freedom  and  feverity  it  deferves. 

You  have  no  right  to  an  apology  for  my  thus  expofing  you, 
nor  reafon  to  expedf  the  leaft  favour,  becaufe  you  firft  infulted 
me  without  caufe,  and  endeavoured  to  wound  my  charadfer 
from  a  bare  fufpicion  or  villainoui  information  that  I  was  your 
enemy.  For  I  deny  to  have  had  any  concern  in  the  affair 
of  Mr.  Forster’s  letter;  and  am  defired  to  open  your  eyes 
and  to  acquaint  you,  that  the  advertifement  which  contained 
his  letter,  was  publifhed  to  weaken  the  Chelmsford  Inditement 
then  depending  ;  and  the  infertion  of  feven  tboufand  was  ufed 
as  an  innocent  means  to  influence  an  unjuft  profecution.  It 
had  its  eflfedt ;  and  I  envy  the  perfon  that  thought  of  it. 
This  was  the  end  it  was  intended  to  anfiuer  ;  but  you,  flung 
v/ith  fufpicion,  and  alarmed  for  your  practice,  concluded  it 
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snuft  be  levelled  againftyou,  and  that  I,  from  my  connefliora 
with  Mr.  Sutton,  muft  certainly  be  the  man  j  and  therefore 
you  had  the  effrontery  to  mean  me  (for  I  have-  repeatedly  traced 
it  to  you]  in  your  obfervation,  that  ((  there  is  one  perfott,  gv 
« where  he  ’will ,”  See.- — In  fliort,  if  Mr.  Forster  did  not  in- 
fert  the  number  feven  thoufand,  time  has  almoft  evinced  that 
he  ought  to  have  done  it ;  and  as  to  the  epithet  great  before 
majority,  I  think  Mr.  Forster  cannot  fo  ffridtly  charge  his 
memory  as  to  be  certain  that  he  did  not  infert  it.  Be  this 
as  it  may,  as  I  have  heard  it  declared  for  faft,  that  there  was 
a  great  majority  in  favour  of  Mr.  Sutton,  your  afferting 
to  the  contrary  in  the  St.  James’s  Chronicle,  will  have  very 
little  weight  with  me.  But  why  do  I  wafte  time  to  juftify  the 
infertion  of  a  word,  when  the  whole  county  of  Kent  rings 
with  the  name  ofSuTTON,  and  contains  not  only  a  great  but  an 
infinite  majority  for  him. - But  to  the  purpofe. 

You  had  no  fooner  the  extreme  mortification  to  hear  that 
a  majority  of  your  own  town  had  invited  Mr.  Sutton,  (known 
only  in  Kent  by  fame]  to  c»me  and  inoculate,  but  you  flatten¬ 
ed  to  the  temple  of  Calumny,  to  imploy  means  to  depreciate 
Ms  character,  and  villify  his  fuccefs.  The  hagged  fiend  heard 
your  prayer,  and  difpatched  not  a  lying  dream,  but  a  real  imp 
of  Falfehood,  (from  Maldon  in  Effex)  whom  you  received  with 
s*  ghaftly  fmile,  liftened  with  malicious  pleafure  to  his  infernal 
tale  and  propagated  it  with  revengeful  and  remorfelefs  hafte.-— 
I  proved  to  you,  by  letter,  that  you  had  impofed  on  the  public 
a  bafe  inlinuation,  and  was  in  hopes,  that  from  that  time  you 
would  have  forbore  to  oppofe  merit,  knowing  that  I  was  mafter 
®f  a  fecret,  the  difeovery  of  which  would  be  of  material  con¬ 
ference  to  your  Charadler.  But  as  I  have  fince  found  that 
your  inveterate  envy  has  banittied  all  fenfe  of  fliame,  and  that 
you  endeavour  more  and  more  to  aggravate  your  offence,  I  ttiall 
difclofe  what,  I  doubt  not,  will  ftartle  many  of  your  friends. — 
You,  fir,  to  fully  Mr.  Sutton’s  fuccefs,  had  the  affurance  to 
diettribute  thoufands  of  hand-bills  over  the  county  of  Kent, 
figned  with  your  name,  of  which  I  faw  numbers  pofted  up  at 
Koehefter,  Maidftone,  See.  to  infinuate  that  two  children,  in 
©r  near  Maldon,  viz.  Carter  and  Poole,  died  under  Mr.  Sutton’s 
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Inoculation. — But  to  your  infamy  and  difgrace,  an  eminent  fur- 
geon  at  Maldon  afferts,  “  That  he  attended  both  thefe  children  j 
that  neither  of  them  died  from  Inoculation,  or  from  the  effe&s 
of  it,  but  from  quite  different  caufes.”— -This  gentleman’s 
name  I  mentioned  to  you  in  my  letter  3  to  give  you  an  opportu¬ 
nity  of  difcovering  your  lhame,  by  your  own  enquiry.  But 
you,  fir,  if  the  world  fays  true,  fhould  be  the  laft  man,  from 
your  own  ill-fuccefs,  to  mention  that  of  any  other,  however  un¬ 
fortunate  he  has  been  in  his  practice. 

I  now  take  my  leave  of  you,  by  remarking  a  glaring  in- 
flance  of  Ingratitude.  Before  Mr.  Sutton  came  into  Kent, 
you  ufed  to  prepare  your  patients  a  much  longer  time  than  you 
do  at  prefent,  or  at  leaft  than  you  did  when  he  was  at  Maid- 
ffone.  And  that  the  Public  might  know  this  alteration  in 
your  method,  you  furprized  them  with  the  following  very 
lingular  and  majlerly  ftroke  3  ((  Mr.  Pine  finds  by  experience) 
that  a  fortnight’s  preparation  is  fufficient.  I  am  not  certain,  as 
I  have  not  your  advertifement,  whether  the  time  was  not  lefs. 
But  pray,  fir,  uncover  you  bread:,  and  anfwer  me,  honeftly,  this 
queftion  3  did  you  not  acquire  this  experimental  knowledge  from 
Mr.  Sutton’s  pradlice  ?  If  fo,  have  you  not  a<£ted  towards 
him  with  the  blackeft  ingratitude  ? 

I  am,  Sir, 

With  a  proper  Refpect, 

Your’s, 

ROBERT  HOtfLTON, 


N.  B.  From  the  nature  of  this  publication  I  expeft  muck 
abufe  5  but  I  /hall  take  no  notice  of  any  Imperti¬ 
nence,  unlefs  figned  with  the  writer’s  real  name. 
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lity  and  principal  Gentry;  therefore  he  fhall  be  greatly 
obliged  to  thofe  who  are  inclined  to  favour  this  Publication, 
if  they  would  fubfcribe  as  foon  as  convenient,  as  almoft  aH 
the  Pieces  are  ready  for  the  Prefs. 

Subscriptions  are  taken  in  by 
R.  Davis,  Bookleller,  in  Piccadilly ;  J.  Wilkie,  in  St.  Paul’s 
Church-yard;  S.  Parker,  at  Oxford;  Meffrs.  Fletcher 
and  Hodson,  at  Cambridge;  B.  Collins,  at  Salilbury  ; 
L.  Hass  all,  at  Chelmsford;  J.  Keymer,  at  Colchefter; 
W.  Taylor,  at  Bath,  and  W.  Cruttwell,  at  Sherborne. 


